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COMPENDIOUS ACCOUNT, .. 


Public. Having reaſon to think that my preſent fituation 
A is. much: miſunderſtood, and, by deſigning perſons, with a 
view ſufficiently obvious, miſrepreſented—1 reckon juſtice to 
myſelf, and, which is a far higher confideration, juſtice to truth, 
requires me to give the world an authentic and impartial ac- 
count of it, My unimportant ſtory I ſhall endeavour to bring 
within as narrow boundaries as the nature and circumſtances 
of it will at all permit.—The hurt the Synod have done to their 
own character, and particularly to the intereſts of religion, by 
their conduct in this unhappy conteſt, is to me a painful con- 
fideration. Often fince the commencement of it, has it been 
a queſtion with me, whether it might be my = to paſs in con- 
zemptuous ſilence, all the ill. founded and unproveked accuſations m 
antagoniſt, in his uſual illiberal manner *, has brought again 
me; or to endeavour to repel them. To the former, a defire 
for peace, ſeconded by the preſſing ſolicitations of a number of 
members of Synod whom I eſteem, ftrongly inclined me. 
Many of them have faid to me, were they in my place, they 
would treat with filent contempt, all my accuſer advanced 
againſt me: But from experience I have learned, that none of 
us can tell how we will act in certain circumſtances, till we be 
in them. 

Various are the conſiderations from which I have been urged 
to overlook the unexampled treatment, which, it is admitted, 
I have received from my opponent. I have been told, that the 
Burgher-controverlſy is his hobby-horſe. They have ſaid, To an- 
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T is with real concern I make this unexpected appeal to the 


* Conſidering Mr Gib's education and years, 1 have often wondered at his 
illiberal and ſcurrilous manner of treating every man that differs from him; 
whether he be friend or foe, it does not at all matter. Were I to attempt to 
excel in that ſpecies of compoſition- we call ſcurrifity, I certainly ſhould pitch upon 
him for the model on which I would wiſh to form. His warning againſt Mr 
Whitefield, and examination of Mr Hall, muſt be allowed to be ——_—_— 'of 
this kind. It has often been obſerved, that habits contracted at an early period 
of life are with great difficulty, if at all, cradicated. It has, perhaps, been an 
infelicity both to him and bis numerous opponents, that one of his firſt encounters 


happened to be with a tay/or. But when he was warning againſt Mr Whitefield, -- NOS 


and examining Mr Hall, notwithſtanding that the former was a Prieſt of the 
Church of England, and the latter a Member of the Burgher-Brotherhood, be oY 
&rtainly ought to have ecollectod that he was not cotabating the Taylor of M 
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ſwer, is to gratify him, —and to take no notice of him, the only and 7} 
effectual method to mortify him; for, by anſwering him, we tion o 
furniſh him with a freſh opportunity to vent that rancour and four t 
ſcurrility to which he has all along been accuſtomed. I have been ¶ To ip: 


adviſed in the words of the wiſeſt of men, Anſwer not à fool Wi propi 
according to his fally.— A reverend correſpondent writes me thus: WW ner an 
J have very carefully peruſed the Rev. Mr Gib's teſtimony WW habit— 
againſt your nameleſs reverence ; and, to make ſurer of his after t 
8 I have read the whole pamphlet twice over. Your WW compa 
Synod-ſermon I had formerly peruſed, and now have read it W houlc, 
again: And let me tell you, Sir, had I had the honour of de- days ot 
livering your ſermon, I would be ſelf-ſufficient enough to think WM neither 
it could ſtand on its own legs, without vindication or apology ; W others 
and that no more is neceſſary to ſatisfy a candid mind in judg- and eve 
ing between Mr Gib and you, but a peruſal of your reſpective WW myſelt. 
pamphlets.” — Many have reminded me of my antagoniſt's ad- WW and a 1 
vanced time of life, and approaching diflolution ; to which they began, 
have very ſeldom failed to add their good wiſhes for his ſpeedy The m: 
tranſlation to the celeſtial world, as a ſignal deliverance to the ¶ Scotlan 
militant Church. I have been put in mind of David's words in ¶ have loi 
relation to Shimei—Let him alone, and let him curſe ; for the Lord i had bce 
hath bidden him. It may be that the Lord will lock on mine affiietion, i proprie! 
and that the Lord will requite me good for his curſing this day.— Mr Gib 
In fine, the royal mandate relating to the blaſphemous words I to peru 
of Rabſhakeh, has been ſuggeſted to me—The King's command me his 
ment was, ſaying, Anſwer him not. — By ſuch arguments have I opinion 
members of Synod and others attempted to diſſuade me from IM tion. 
taking any public notice of the libel Mr Gib preſented, firſt to WW returned 
the Synod, and afterwards to the Public, againſt me ; and by I conſider 
which I conſider myſelf as aggrieved in a manner almoſt unpa- that 1 ſh 
ralelled in the hiſtory of the Church. Had the matter appeared ſupport 
to me in the light ſome members of Synod, and members whom I all he or 
I ſuppoſed capable of giving a juſter account of it, pretended to ¶ Accordii 
ſee it, 1 certainly had reckoned it my honour, as well as my © Happeni 
duty, to have paſſed it in the eaſieſt manner. It has been ealled ¶ years anc 
a per/onal cauſe. But that it can with no propriety be deſigned IE and three 
a perſona! difference between Mr Gib and me, the following firit time 
detail will evince. gave of t 
This controverſy, in which the Synod. unwarily involved I flicted on 
themſelves, originated from a ſermon I had the honour to de- 
liver before the Synod, and which was publiſhed, ſome years * Mr Gi, 
ago. The Synod having at their Autumn- meeting 1778, done bim, was oc: 
me the honour of chuſing me to be their Moderator, it be- — 
longed to me to preach officially before them at their meeting I vas pale 
5 P 0 * 8 W as publiſhes 


in the ſubſequent Spring. Accordingly on the 29th of April __ cith 
- Capitals, N. 
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1779, 1 preached to them from Rev. xi. 3.—1 will give power to good Mr Gib 


my tuo witneſſes, and they ſhall propheſy a thouſand two hundred capital letter 
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volved 
to de- 
years 
done 
it be- 
ecting 
April 
aver 10 
undred 


and 


(3) 5 
and threeſcore days, elothed in ſackcloth. In order to the elueida- 
tion of this important and difficult ſubject, I undertook to do 
four things Lo give a brief account of God's two witneſſes 
To ſpeak of their propheſying To explain the ſeaſon of their 
propheſying, expreſſed by 1200 days And to conſider the man- 
ner and circumſtauces ot their propheſying, pointed out by their 
habit they are laid to be clothed in ſackcloth. Immediately 
after the delivery of this dercited ſermon, Mr Gib told me, in 
company with ſeveral other members of Synod, in his own 
houlc, that he was not latished with wy. explication of the 1269 
days of the propheſying of the witneſſcs. But this intimation - 
neither offended nor alarmed me. l am reſolved ever to give to 
others the liberty I intend to take to myiclt.—I allow Mr Gib 
and every other man to judge for himſeif; and I will judge for 
myſelf. Having been ſolicitecd by ſeveral members of Synod, 
and a number of the other hearers, to publith the ſermon, I 
began, ſoon after my return from the 5yaod, to tranſcribe it. 
The manuſcript I ſeut to a member of gyuod in the Weſt of 
Scotland, of whom, for his many valuable qualifications, I 
have long had a high eſteem ; informing him, by letter, that I 
had bcen ſolicited to publith it, but much heſitated about the 
propriety or expedicncy of ſuch a ſtep, eſpecially on account of 
Mr Gid's known oppolition to ſome things in it. 1 deſired him 
to peruſe the manuſcript with all poſſible attention, and to give 
me his opinion with the utmoſt freedom ;—adding, that his 
opinion was finally to determine me in relation to the publica- 
tion. My worthy correlpondent granted my requiſition, and 
returned for anſwer, that, after peruſing my manuſcript, and 
conſidering the controverted ſentiment, it was his fixed opinion, 
that 1 ſhould immediately publiſh the ſermon; and that 1 could 
ſupport the ſentiment, to rich Mr Gib had objected, againſt 
all he or any other man couid advance in oppolition to it.— 
Accordingly the ſermon was publithed with all convenient ſpeed. 
Happening to be in Edinburgh, and to call for Mr Gib, two 
years and a half after the ſermon was preached, and two years 
and three months after it was publiſhed, he told me, for the 
firſt time, that he was highly oifendued at the account my ſermou 
gave of the Burgher breach in the Synod, and the cenſures in- 
flicked on the Burgher Miniſters *,—1 told him, that my deſigu 
; in 

* Mr Gib has intorined his Readers, that the great offence my ſermon gave 
him, was occaſioned eſpecially by a particular circumſtance, which, to pertons of 
leſs diſcernment and zeal, muſt appear uni:nportant, and on my part was alto- 
gether accidental and unintended. It is a notification, in capiral Hitters, that it 
was publiſhed by deſire. Memorial, &c. p. 43. In juſtice to myſelf, I muſt fay, that 
| never, either by word or writing, deſired the Printer to put this intimation ia 
Capitals. Nay, had I foreſcen that he was to do fo, and that this was to offend 
good Mr Gib, I certainly would have dehired him to put it in ſmaller letters. What! 
capital letters on the title-page of an uncapital ſermon ! What au incongruity! 
What good man would not be offended ? ” 


1 

in compofing and delivering the ſermon, and particularly thoſe 
parts of it with which he was ſo greatly diflatisfied, was not to 
offend him or any other man; but to do a real ſervice to the 
Synod, by vindicating it from a moſt reproachful imputation, 
with which it has often been loaded, —a {ſuppoſition that it re- 
quires of its members, an approbation of the cenſures paſſed 
againſt their Burgher brethren. 1 gloried in ſuch a favourable 
opportunity of telling my hearers, that this is an invidious and 
groundleſs aſperſion. That Mr Gib is a ſtrenuous defender of 
the lawfulneſs and expediency of that extraordinary meaſure, l 
was not ignorant. But I conſidered myſelf as a man, aud a pro- 
teſtant. Implicit credit in matters of religion, I never will give 
to any man or ſynod on earth. Of the ſuppoſed hereſy of my 
ſermon I heard no more till the laſt day of the ſubſequent 
meeting of Synod, 

The manner in which my accuſer choſe to introduce this fin» 
gular cauſe into the Synod, notwithſtanding his pretenſions to 
old forms, certainly is a novelty ;—an innovation, in its nature 
and circumſtances, the moſt extraordinary our times have pro- 
duced. Were the inſpired writer of Eccleſiaſtes to riſe from the 
dead, and to be informed of it, would he not be obliged to re- 
tract his aſſertion, and to allow, that now there is at leaſt one 
new thing under the fun ? Extraordinary nien can do extraor- 
dinary things *. On the firſt of May 1782, two years and nine 
months after the ſermon was publiſhed, and three years and 
two days after it was delivered, Mr Gib ſuddenly roſe, and, to 
the aſtoniſhment of the whole Synod, and every perſon preſent, 
without introduction or apo!ogy, or any account of the occaſion 
or deſign of the motion, informed them, that he had prepared 
a paper, and demanded of the Synod an opportunity to read it 
to them, in the forenoon of the following day, at a public 
meeting, in the church. This wonderful and unexpected re- 
quiſition not only alarmed every member of Synod, but, as 
might be thought on ſuch an uncommon emergency, excited in 
the breaſt of every perſon preſent, an anxious deſire to know 
the occaſion, contents, and intention of the myſterious paper. 
Accordingly a number of members of Synod inſiſted, that, pre- 
vious to their granting this extraordinary demand, they ſhould 
decern him to inform them of the nature of the myſterious 


paper: 


* Mr Gib has informed us, that he had reaſons for not bringing forward this af- 
fair in the ordinary channel of ſynodical buſineſs; and for not mentioning thoſe 
reaſons, he has other reaſons, p. 30. Here is af ſecret within a fecret,-a my ſtery 
within a myſtery. If my good antagonilt thall, at any after period, favour us with 
another publication on this intereſting ſubject, he will probably inform us, that, 
as he had a ſecond claſs of reaſons for not diſcovering the firſt, he has a third 
claſs of reaſons for concealing the ſecond, If, however, he has only one claſs of 
reaſons for each publication, without pretending to the ſpirit of prophecy, I wi 
venture to foretel, that he will not multiply them in inſinitum. p 
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EPI 
aper; but in vain. He remained unalterably determined, for 
aaſons then known to himſelf, and to us all now, to keep the 
paper, and every thing relating to it, a profound ſecret. Was 
ver the maſon- oath as great a ſecret to the ſwearer, previous to 
he actual adminiſtration of it, as his paper was to the Synod, 
ill he was pleaſed, in the manner he thought proper to pre- 
cribe, and at the time he ſaw fit to nominate, to read it to them? 
Such an inſtance of arbitrary pgwer in Mr Gib, and ſimplicity 
in the Synod, excites at once, in the breaſts of friends and foes, 
indignation and pity. That a number of ſuch men ſhould allow 
nemſelves to be dup'd and befool'd by a man, that has, in many 
inſtances, and to the no ſmall diſcredit of the Seceflion, diftin- 
guiſhed himſelf by an itch for ecclefiaſtic domination, is truly 
amazing *, Well did my accuſer know that a previous diſcovery 
of his deſign would have effectually defeated the execution of 
it. Accordingly, notwithſtanding that a number of members 
of Synod oppoſed his abſurd requeſt, in a manner that did ho- 
nour to them as men and as miniſters, he perſiſted, and prevail- 
ed. His requiſition was granted in its fulleſt extent, He ob- 
tained a full allowance to read his unknown paper, in the place, 
and at the time, he had condeſcended to name. Every precau- 
tion was taken. Not ſo much as a poſſibility of obſtruction or 
miſcarriage was left. For it was expreſsly ſtipulated on the part 
of Mr Gib, and reſtipulated on the part of the Synod, that 
whatever the contents might be, he was to be permitted to read 
it without interruption. For any thing that any member of 
Synod knew, it might have been the moſt ſcandalous, not to ſay 
blaſphemous libel that ever blotted paper. Whether was the 
policy and the power of Mr Gib, or the ſillineſs of the Synod, 
moſt 
At an early period did Mr Gib begin to diſcover an imperious and aſpiring 
ſpirit in the Synod. The diſtinguiſhed part he took, and the violent appearances 
he made, in the Burgher controverſy, both Burghers and Antiburghers will long re- 
member. On different occaſions has a reverend member of a certain ſouthern preſby- 
tery, with great good humour, told me of a moſt pertinent reprimand a venerable 
lather, on the other ſide of the queſtion, gave him. Aſter he had finiſhed one of 
his long declamatery ſpeeches on that inauſpicious cauſe, that reverend father, 
in his uſual grave manner, roſe, lifted the Bible, turned up the 3d Epiſtle of John, 
and, with a ſolemnity peculiar to himſelf, read the following words: Diatrepbes, 
who loveth to have the pre-eminence among them, receiveth us not. Having read theſe 
words, he cloſed the book, and fat down ; leaving our modern Diotrephes to his own 
refleftions. The propriety and force of ſuck a check muſt ſtrike every one that 
knows Mr Gib, in a manner no words can expreſs, His power in Synod, indeed, 
has been on the decline for years paſt, Of this partial diminution of his ſynodical 
power he is moſt ſenſible. Oftener than once have 1 heard him, in the moſt 
plaintive ſtrains, and with tearing eyes, lamenting it. But almoft all others in 
Synod, as well as out of it, are exceedingly thankful for it. He has unhappily bad 
2 chiet hand in almoſt all the controverſies and diviſions that have diſtracted and 


diſgraced the Secefſion-church, The religious connection which for a number f 
years ſubſiſted between him and me, is, I hope, at an end for this world, If 


ever we meet in the better world, we will bern be better men than either the one 
ol us, or the other, ever yet hiſ berg, b 


moſt conſpicuons on this occaſion? The plan was worthy of its 
author, and the execution was nor inferior to the deſign. Nos 
rice, public notice, was given of the diſcloſing of the wonderful 
ſeeret on the day preceding, that friends and foes might be duly 
apprifed. That curioſity might be excited to an unuſual pitch, 
every circumſtance relating to it was concealed, till the arrival of 
the important period at which the intereſting diſcovery was to 
be made. It was. determined to be at a pnblic meeting, with 
doors open for the admiſſion of perſons of all deferiptions. It 


was in the church, as the largeſt place to which they had acceſs, 


that many hundreds might be accommodated to be 1 
and wit neſſes of the arraignment and condemnation of a perſe- 
cuted ſermon. Was not this a moſt maſterly ſtroke of that po- 
licy, and a moſt vigorous ſtretch of that uſurpation, by which 
my antagoniſt has long affected, rather aſſumed, a paramount 
power in Synod ? He could not but be conſcious that his 
paper, in fact, was a moſt infamous libel. He did not, hows 
ever, chuſe to ſerve me with a formal libel,—to commence n 
proper proceſs againſt me, either at the Bar of the Synod, or 
that of my own Preſbytery,—or to introduce it into the Synod 
in the manner every other cauſe is introduced into it. It be- 
hoved him to invent a new method. This he contrived, and ef- 
fected, in a manner worthy of himſelf. Well did he know that 
a fair trial would have effectually defeated his ſcheme. It be- 


. hoved the obnoxious ſermon to be impeached and condemned 


inſtantaneouſly, Hard fate! 

Neither I, nor, fo far as I know, any other member of 
Synod, had any idea of the contents of the paper, till the 
author of it was plcafed to allow us, along with ſeveral hun- 
dreds of various denominations, to hear it read. The only con- 
jecture I could form, was, that it might poſſibly be a teſtimony 
againſt that pretended degeneracy uf the Synod, of which 
I} had heard him on former occaſions infinuate ſtrong ſuſpicions. 
That real religion is on the decline in the Seceſſion-church, as 
well as the other churches of Chriſt, is a mournful truth. But 
this is not what he means by degeneracy. Several years prior 
to the delivery of the ſermon, he offered to the Synod, and 
urged them to paſs into an act, an overture, homologating all 
the public proceedings of the Synod for a long ſeries of years 
preceding, particularly their proceedings againſt the Burgher 
miniſters. We all knew that his great object was the much 
defired ſynodical ratification of the excommunication of the 
Burghers, the propriety of which he, in his great zeal and 
wonderful penetration, ſuſpected many to call in queſtion. Ix 
occurred to me, and to others as well as me, that as almoſt all 
the excommunicated miniſters previous to that period, had been 
remdtad to the other, and, I hope, the better world, there 

1 N jet 
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s no octaſion for iuflicting upon them any of the cenſures 
culiar to the ſub-celeſtial ſtate of the chutch, or for ratifying 
y already inflicted. Accordingly zealous Mr Gib, to his no 
nall mortification and grief, found all his intereſt in Syn 
ſufficient to carry his darling point. Thus diſappointed an 
agrined, he has fince embraced every opportunity of. ventin 
is reſentment and ſpleen. My feelings during the reading of 
e long libel, which I unexpectedly found to be wholly againſt 
yſelf, it is eaſier for others to conceive, than for me to expreſs “. 
Inexpected as the attack was, however, and diſconcerted as 
may be ſuppoſed to have been, I had the recollection to find 
at the paper was a moſt invidious libel, a groſs violation of all 
rder, and ſubverſive of the common rights of mankind, as well 
of the ſpecial privileges of chriſtians. As ſoon, therefore, as 
was read, I inſiſted that the Synod ſhould appoint my accuſer 
d reduce it to proper form, that I might have a fair trial for 
y conviction, or my exculpation. Was the demand unjuſt or 
areaſonable ? Either I was guilty, or not guilty. If the former 
as the caſe, it was a likely method for my conviction ; if the 
tter, it was calculated for my neceffary exculpation. But 
o' ſeveral members of Synod reprabated Mr Gib's conduct, 
d inſiſted for juſtice, with a freedom that did great honoup 
d them, and I pled ſtrenuouſly upon my juſt demand, I could 
no means obtain it 7. My accuſer not only oppoſed my re- 
iſition for a fair trial, but, in the moſt ſupercilious and 
aughty manner, refuſed to allow me to ſee the libellous 
aper, or even to leave it with the Synod, except on the ex- 


preſs 


* Even good Mr Gib himſelf ſeems to have felt exceedingly for me on this try- 
g occaſion. He has told the Public, that he was ſorry, on my account, that I had 
other or better appearance to make for myſelf than in floods of bold declamatiog 
ainſt him, p. 31. His words here, ir.decd, have been conſidered as exceedingly 
radoxical, if nòt groſsly diſingenuous. Some of his own brethren, uncharitable 
vrtals! have had the ell. ontery to queſtion his ſincerity in this declaration. 
hers of them, ſhallow creatures! have been difficulted to reconcile his words 
re with his after conduct. His words, if they mean any thing, appear to imply, 
wiſhed that I had had ſome better defence to make for myſelf. But when, on an 
er occaſion, I read my defence to the Synod, he would not fit to hear it. This 
yſtery he, no doubt, can unravel. When fe may be pleaſed to do fo, and in what 
anner, time, that old revcalcr of ſecrets, muſt determine. 


t. Mr Gib, among various other articles of intereſting intelligence, has informed 
readers, that ſeveral members ot Syvod ctpuuird my cauie with rudeneſs, p. 31. 
hat idea he affixes to the word rudeneſs, I know not. They appeared to me 
treat both Mr Gib and the Synod with all due reſpect. My non-obſervation 
their alledged rudeneſs | might have attributed to my ignorance, had not Mr 
b, as an infallible judge of men and manners, informed me that | am well bred 
ſelf, and therefore muſt be a jadge of good breeding in others. He has told 
e Public, that when my vanity prompted me to afpire after the high honour of 
ing ranked among the beſt exyoſitors, T /tep'd up ts take my place among them in a 
prnerly way, p. 49.—1 mention this circumſtance the rather that if Mr Gib, or 
other ot equal authority, if another ſuch there be, had not certified me, I nerer 
d known that fine breeding is one of my accompliſhments, * 


\ 


badly written, that it was impoſſible for the cierk, and difficult for myſelf, to qq 


610) 


reſs condition of their admitting it, at leaſt the laſt part of 
it relating to the Burgher controverſy, into their minute 
Finding no ſmall oppoſition to his demand, in order to frighreq 
the Synod into a compliance, he told them, in his uſual dict 
torial ſtile, that it behoved them immediately to receive hi 
paper, or at leaſt the laſt part of it, otherways he was deter 
mined, with all convenient ſpeed, to publiſh the whole of it u 
the world. In order, therefore, to prevent the further ſprea 
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of the affair, the Synod agreed to admit the laſt part of it. Quo 
All I could obtain from the Synod was a bare permiſſion, Mays in 
common with other members of Synod, to apply to the clerkWhe for 
if I ſhovld fee occaſion, for a copy of-that part of the paper the ver 
Synod had received into their minutes; and an additional apower : 
lowance to prepare an anſwer to that part of it, to be read at th Hays cv 
enfuing meeting of Synod, that it alſo might be inſerted in Mears. 
minutes. This anſwer was accordingly read in Synod on My d. 
5th of September 1782, and entered into the minutes “. ntich 
Thus the matter reſted at that time. I felt, in the moſt ſenſibiWixty d 
manner, the injury I had received from my accuſer. But a ſoliꝗ f we k 
tude for peace, and to prevent farther breaches, operated with Period 
in a very forcible manner. One circumſtance had great weighlWnent a1 
with me, and afflicted me to a degree I cannot eaſily expre(Wpinion 
The very day preceding that on which my ſermon was impairhich: 
nelled, the Synod tranſported me to a congregation in its i he twe 
fancy, and which, from its local ſituation, is expoſed to peculi ind co 
temptations ;—Mr Gib, notwithitanding his unknown deſign pinion 
expreſsly concurring in the tranſportation. Had I had the ſmalgncly, 
eſt hint of his intention, I certainly had not accepted the ca e to 
Thus, from nacific conliderations, I was inclined to forbear Nonſequ 
proſecution of the cauſe, till I ſhould ſee to what line of conduorty-t 
the after-diſpoſals and openings of providence might dire& Mcaſt aj 
But, „nen o my way to the Spring-meeting of Synod 178-7 por: 
to my aſtouiſhment and grief, I was informed, that, thou Home. 
the Synod had admitted the laſt part of his paper into their ni ¶tood te 
nutes, for the expreſs purpoſe of preventing the publication ally t 
it, he, in his reſtleſs zeal and unrelenting oppoſition to me, ha? be w 
publithed the whole paper, with my anſwer to the inſerted pa the c 
of it, and his remarks upon that auſwer. I now ſaw, that of HXty da 
oppoſition to me there was no end; and that it was my duty caſe, 


take the matter under my ſerious conſideration, and purſue fudꝗ , 27, 
' ; mealure uot, 
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* 'Of the reading of my anſwer Mr Gib has favoured the Public with a md 
cireumſtantial and intereſting account. The brevity with which I have reſole 
to conduct this undertaking, will not permit me to do juſtice to the importance 
variety of information concerning it. with which he has favoured us. 1 mult rel 
my curious reader to his long and important note, p. 32. 33. Among m 
other articles of equal moment, he has appriſed his readers, my anſwer wah 


XK, Important and uſeful information! Much is the Public indebted to him fogl 


7 


t part ofcaſures, as, for the reaſons already mentioned, I had formerly 
minute: eclined to take. But, before I narrate my after-procecdings, 
o frightei ſhall ſtate the chief articles of the libel, and ſubjoin ſuch an- 
ual dict ers to them as I reckon neceſſary and proper. | 
eceive hi But, firſt of all, 1 thall tranſcribe the criminal parts of my 


vas deterf-rmon. Theſe Mr Gib has comprehended under three quot- 


le of it i tions, which, that 1 may do him the utmoſt juſtice, I ſhall 
er ſpreaanſcribe from his own pamphlet. | 

t of it. Auotation 1.— “ We underſtand the twelve hundred and fixty 
niſſion, Mays in the text (Rev. xi. 3), of the ſame period intended by 


the cler he forty-two months of treading under foot the holy city, in 
paper ile verſe preceding the text, and the forty-two months of the 
itional A ower of the Beaſt, chap. Xii. 5. The twelve hundred and ſixty 
cad at th ays cvidently are to be interpreted of twelve hundred and ſixty 
ted in thiears. The great queſtion is, when theſe twelve hundred and 
xd on thiWixty days or years commenced ?— (the firſt riſe of the Roman 
* : ntichriſt, or the commencement of the twelve hundred and 


oft ſenſibWixty days of the witneſſes propheſying in ſackcloth, p. 13.)— 
ut a ſolid f we knew when they commenced, we could eaſily aſcertain the 
ed with Period at which they are to expire. Now, as to the commence- 
eat weigh{Wncot and expiration of theſe days or years, there are different 
ly expreſſWPpinions. There are eſpecially two opinions, one or other of 
as impairhich may perhaps be the true one. The firſt opinion is, that 
in its ii he twelve hundred and ſixty days commenced about the year 300, 
to peculi ind conſcquently expired about the year 1560.—But a ſecond 


en defignÞpinion has been adopted, and defended by the beſt expoſitors, 
the ſmalWamely, that the twelve hundred and fixty days or years rather 


d the calWre to be underſtood to commence about the year 756, and 
forbear Wooſequently will totally expire about the year 2016. — The 
}f condul orty-two months of the power of the Beaſt commenced, or the 
direct mW-calt appeared, about the year 756; when the Pope became a 
nod 178 Hemooral prince, or was inveſted with the temporal dominion of 
t, thou ome. Theſe twelve hundred and fixty days are to be under- 
their m{Wto0d to have-commenced about the year 756, and conſequently 
ication Motally to expire about the year 2016,— the power of the Beaſt 
o me, hi be wholly at an end.— This is the ſecond opinion in relation 
erted pa the commencement and expiration ot the twelve hundred and 


ty days.—If we might at all judge or determine in fo difficult 


that of I | DM 
a caſe, we would incline to the ſecond opinion.” P. 22, . 


ny duty 


urſue ſad 26, 275 29.— Memorial, &c. P- 6, 7 
meaſurel Quotation 2.— The unhappy rupture or breach which ſo 


| arly happened in the ſeceding body, has been much improved 
with a molagainſt the teſtimony and cauſe in which we are embarked. — 


ole ' X l a 
— cel The mournful breach in the Aſſociate Synod deſerves indeed 


| muſt re to be lamented and bewailed to the lateſt ages. We have reaſon 
mong 2 o conſider that diſmal event as a providential intimation of what 
INTWET W 


vas to befal the generation. Matters were ſo ordered hy a Gon 


yiclf, to 
B 2 9 


to him for! 


| 
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E wo) 
et judgment, that a ſtumbling-block was laid in the way of the 


generation, and they judicially left to harden and confirm them« 
elves againſt that good cauſe in which we have embarked.— 
Thus that mournful diſpenfation beſpeaks not ſo much per. 


jury, 
rophec 
hriſt. 

f the ſ 


haps diſſatisfaction with the parties between whom the rupture ib me 
happened, as diſpleaſure with the generation among whom they ccißes 
ive, and who fo violently oppoſe their toſtimony. Whatever ration 

ful hand, either the one party, or the other, or both, had loth, « 


in the breach, Gop had an all-wiſe, unerring, and over-ruling 
hand in it.” P. 35, 36.—Mem. p. 22, 23. | 
Quotation 3.—“ 'The procedure of this Synod againft their 
Burgher-brethren, has been much improved againſt the cauſe 
and teſtimony in which we are engaged. Admitting this Synod 
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to have erred in the matter of cenfuring the Burgher-brethren,Wpinion 
why ſhould this be urged or improved to the diſadvantage ohe year 
our teſtimony? — It is a principle received in all Proteſtan 1! rhe 
Churches, and particularly among us, that all Synods and the fe 
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Aſſemblies may err; and, in particular inſtances, do err.— 
{ An approbation of the cenſures inflifted on the Burgher- bre. 
thren never has been made a term of communion, either mini. 
ſerial or chriſtian communion, among us. All that is required 
of us in relation to this controverſy, in order to miniſterig 
communion with this Synod, is, that we be ſatisfied in our con- 
ſciences concerning the decifion of Synod in April 1746, finding 
the religious clauſe of the burgefs-oath inconſiſtent with the 
teſtimony.”——P. 36, 37.—Mem. p. 24, 25. 
| Theſe are the criminal, and all the criminal parts of the cons 
| demned fermon.— But, methinks, I hear my readers interrupts 


ing me What ! are theſe paſſages criminal or erroneous !}Who' miſt 
What crime or error is here ?—Theſe ſentiments we ſhould not ractical 
be either afraid or aſhamed to avow before any Synod on earth Effect,“ 
Would to Gon all our ſermons were as orthodox I That the ien m 
error my accuſer, in his unparalelled penetration, has diſcoverei Hhey ce 
in theſe paſlages eſcapes their obſervation, I do not at all wonder bey ch 
n Juſtice to him requires me to ſay, that, fo far as I can under or a ſui 


ſtand, they would have eluded the ſagacity of all mankind to the her falt 
ik end of the world, had not he, by an acumen peculiar to himfeth, It has a 
; diſcovered them, and favoured the world with the tmportant{cry bad 
i* and uſeful diſcovery. In theſe few ſentences, innocent as theyfEvhich I 
[ may appear to others, he has found three capital and compli{Wence, o 


I cated evils. The firſt quotation has furniſhed him with ewoſWermine. 
1 grievous accuſations againſt me, which I ſhall ſtate exactly ii dopts, i 
if his own words, ſubjoining a ſpecimen of his iHuſtrations. 'ThuFight, 1 1 
„ he begins | C t there | 
0 In the firſt place, I apprehend, that, by ſeveral paſſages ot Þis cert: 
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the ſermon, a grievous injury has been done to moſt unqueſtion 
able teſtimonies of the Holy deriptures.“— Heavy charge ! An 
| inj ur 
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rophecies of the riſe, reign, and downfal of the Roman Anti- 
hriſt. Do my readers atk, what injury have the quoted parts 
f the ſermon done to the ſacred Scriptures ? or what does Mr 
ib mean by this charge? The caſe ſtands thus The quotation 
xecihes two opinions in relation to the commencement” and ex- 
iration of the 1260 days of the witneſſes propheſying in ſack- 
loth, or the riſe and downfal of the Grand Antichriſt ; and 
dives a fort of preference to the latter. The firſt opinion affirms 
he 1260 days of the witnefles propheſying in ſackcloth, or the 
2 months of the power of the Beaft, to have ended about the 
ear 1560, and conſequently to have begun about the end of the 
he third or the beginning of the fourth century.—The ſecond 
pinion ſuppoſes theſe days or months did not commence till 
he year 750, and conſequently will not expire till the year 2046, 
zl the preference I pretumed to give to the ſecond opinion, is 
n the following words, which muſt be allowed to be ſufficiently 
odeſt : If we might at all judge or determine in ſo difficute 
cale, we would incline to the ſecond opinion.” his preference, 
1odeft as it muſt be allowed to be, raiſed Mr Gib's exemplary 
zeal to an unuſual pitch. This is the thing which, he informs 
1s, has done the injury, and the grievous injury, to the Holy 
riptures. Accordingly, in his illuſtration of the charge, he 
eprobates it in terms of uncommon leverity. Oftener than once 
loes he brand it with the opprobrious epithet of © the falſe date 
pf Antichriſt's rife.” p 13. He deſigns it “ a pitiful fiction,“ 
.14,— And adds, © This new unſcriptural, antiſcriptural ſcheme 
zbout the riſe of Antichriſt, is not to be conſidered as 2 harmleſs 
ho' miſtaken ſpeculation, whtch may be entertained without any 
ractical diladvantage ;— for it neceflarily produces a very bad 
F#e&,” 156. — 1 will follow him no further at preſent. I have 
iven my readers a ſufficient ſpecimen of his illuſtrations, 
They certainly are characteriſtic of their author. — Thus, if 
hey chnie to take his word, or ſuſtain his naked aſſertion 
or a ſufficient proof, the opinion to which I incline is altoge- 
ber falſe; it is a pitiful fiction; it is an antifcriptural ſcheme z 
t has a moſt pernicious tendency ; for it neceflarily produces a 
ery bad effi ct. My readers mult recollc&t the diffidence with 
which I adopt the ſecond opinion. Whether Mr Gib's confi- 
dence, or my diffidence, be the greater, it really is not eaſy to de- 
ermine. That the opinion he, in his uſual dictatorial manner, 
adopts, is wrong, I am confident. But that the other opinion ig 
ight, I will not poſitively affirm, far leis undertake to prove, 
t there be in the Heriptures ſuch things as doubtful diſputations, 
his certainly is one of them. It is a point that has divided the 
10ſt learned and pious men in the ages that are paſt, and will 
ontinue to divide them for ages to come. L undertook this 


work 


jury, and a grievous injury to the Scriptures, fe. the gcripus- 
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work with a fixed reſolution to paſs in filence this part of Me 
Gib's teſtimony, and to allow him and his votaries to pleaſe 
themſelves with their own ſpeculations, be they harmlefs or 
hurtful ; but the inclination I feel to review the arguments, if 


they can with any degree of truth or propriety be called argu- 


ments, by which he ſupports his hypotheſis, is almoſt irreſiſtible, 


+ His firſt argument is taken from the ſuppoſed ſuperiority of 


that worthy interpreter of the book of the Revelation, from 
whom he borrows his opinion, to the interpreters that favour 
the opinion to which I give the preference. Thus he ſpeaks,— 
« Theſe alledged beſt expoſitors, i. e. Dr Newton, Mr Lowman, 
Dr Guyſe, &c. deſerve nat, in the preſent cafe, to be named 
on the ſame day with Mr Durham, but ought to be confidered 
as romancers, rather than expeſitors, upon this and many othe 
parts of the Revelation, p. 7. 8.” But ſuppoſing, though no 
at all granting, the ſuperiority of Mr Durham, the alledged 
author of the firſt opinion, to Dr Newton, Mr Lowman, 

Guyſe, Dr Doddridge, and all the other abettors of the ſecond 
opinion, what does this prove? Does the greateſt and beſ 


man always hit on the trueſt interpretation of every Scripture 


text that comes in his way? Where, in the whole Chriſtian world 


is a man to be found, the Roman Pontiff alone excepted, that 


has as high pretenſions to infallible certainty concerning difh 


cult texts, and controverted points in religion, as Mr Gib ?—But 


is Mr Gib himſelf always right ? Is he never miſtaken concern 
ing a controverted text? I have had the happineſs both to he 

him expound and apply, and, if I might preſume to judge o 
determine in ſo difficult a caſe, I would ſay, I incline to thin 
I have heard him miſtaken concerning a text. Far be it frot 
me to depreciate the character of the great and the good M 
Durham. His memory is ſavoury and precious in the churche 
of Chriſt. I have, perhaps, as great a regard for him as M 
Gib can pretend to have: And I will take this opportunity tt 
ſay, that, in my opinion, it would have been happy for Mr Git 
himſelf, and the Seceſſion- church, ever ſince he was a membe 
and miniſter of it, if he had been all along actuated by that 


- ſpirit of candour and moderation that breathes in that good 


man's writings. Repeated breaches, by which the Seceſſion- in 


tereſt has been much diſcredited, and the progreſs of it retard 


ed, might have been happily prevented. But why ſuch an od 
ous compariſon between Mr Durham and the truly reſpeCtablt 
characters I mentioned on my fide of the queſtion ? Are the 
not characters juſtly allowed by all mankind, Mr Gib alone ex 
cepted, to be truly reſpectable? Their reputation for ſolid and 
uſeful learning, and the great ſervice which, by their valuabi 
writings, they have done to the intereſts of religion, is ſuct 


that neither can I add to it, or Mr Gib detract from it. Th. 
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tw) 
pretended inferiority of my authorities he ſeems to place in tw 
circumſtances. Two of them happen to have been miniſters of 
the Epiſcopal church of England. Accordingly Mr Gib, with 
a deſign abundantly manifeſt, takes care to prefix to the firſt of 
them his epiſcopal character, ſtiling him“ Biſhop Newton, p. 9.” 
Is it aſked, what is this to the purpoſe ? I anſwer, it is nothing to 
the main purpoſe 3 but it anſwers Mr Gib's purpoſe ? The que- 
ſtion is not, indeed, of what church were Dr Newton and Mr 
Lowman members, but have they hit on the true interpretation 
of the prophecies of the Revelation relating to the Roman An- 
tichriſt ?—This, no doubt, is the queſtion. But Mr Gib knows, 
and I know too, that there is a ſpecies of readers with whom 
the mighty argument couched in the word Biſhop, will be deci- 
five. What! ſhall an Epiſcopalian expoſitor come in competi- 
tion with a Preſbyterian ? Both Mr Gib and 1 muſt be read and 
judged by ignorant children and ſelfith bigots, as well as intelli- 
gent men aud judicious chriſtians. . My authorities, however, 
were not all of the Epiſcopal perſuaſion. Neither was Dr Guyſe 
or Dr Doddridge an Epiſcopalian — There is another argument 
by which Mr Gib no doubt thinks he has not only proved the 
inferiority of my authorities, but ſet them entirely aſide. He 
informs the Public, that the authors whom, to borrow his own 
beautiful words, 1 had “ the ignorance and effrontery” to re- 
commend as the very beſt expoſitors, are ſo far from being the 
very beſt, that they are no expoſitors at all, but only romancers. , 
Romantic aſſertion! Does Mr Gib avow it, or is it to be placed 
jn the liſt of typographical errors? Was he ſerious, or did he 
ſlumber, when he wrote this part of his teſtimony “? Is Mr 
Gib a reader of romances ? Do not miſtake me. Even the good 
Mr Gib himſelf has been, and may be worſe employed, than in 
reading Dr Newtan-on the Prophecies, Mr Lowman and Dr 
Doddridge, &c. on the Revelation. N 

he ſecond argument Mr Gib has found in a monoſyllable in 
a New Teſtament prophecy relating to the downfal of the grand 
Antichriſt, p. 8.—2 Theſ. xi. 6. 7. 8. Ye know what with- 
h:ldeth that he might be revealed in his time. For the myſtery 
ingquity doth already work : only he avho now letteth, will let until 
he be taken out of the way. And THEN Hall that wicked be re. 
verled, — That this paſſage relates to the grand Antichriſt, and 
forctels his ruin, is readily admitted. And that the heathen 
ſtate of the Roman empire, or the form of government that 
now ſubſiſted, was an obſtacle in the way of the revelation of 

| | the 


| * When I once complained to one ef Mr Gib's brethren of the indiſereet and 
writating manner in which he has attacked me, he told me that he conſidered 
many things he has advanced againſt me as the dotages of old age. But, in juſtice 
to him, I muſt ſay, that as far as I can judge, he is no more of the dotard now 


vhan he was forty years ago. If any will ſtill inſiſt that he is frantic, I muſt ay 
Veitber old age nor great learning, but mch z5al, hath grade iim mp; 


' the Man of Sin, is no leſs certain. This was the thing thay 


will venture to predict he never will prove, his argument goes 
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Kindered, and which accordingly was to be removed previous 
ro, his appearance. In order to the erection and propagation of 
the Antichriftian kingdom, ſecular power was indifpentibly ne. 
ceflary, So different is it from the kingdom of the Redeemer, 
which is by no means of, though for a ſeafon in, this world, 
But the queſtion here is, Does this prophecy, and particularly 
that /z/tle word in it, which Mr Gib has put in capitals, and on 
which he has reſted the weight of his argument, prove, that the 
abolition of Paganiſm, or the eſtabliſhment of Chriſtianity in 
the empire, and the revelation of the Man of Sin, or the full 
formation of the Antichriſtian Beaſt, were to be fo co-incidem 
in point of time, that the moment the former happened, it be. 
hoved the latter allo ro happen? This is the preciſe queſtion; 
and till Mr Gib prove this, which he has not yet proved, and! 


for nothing. But, does not Mr Gib's hypotheſis confute itfelf? 


Does he not err exceedingly in his calculations? If the com Ther: 
mencement of the 1260 days of the witneſſes was poſterior to f the f 
the abolition of Paganiſm, and the eſtabliſhment of the Chriſtlan uch cc 
religion in the empire, which he admits did not happen till 313,56, fr 


how could thoſe days or years end fo early as 1555? If they 260 d- 


ended in the year 1555, they muſt have commenced as early az{Mnenced 
the year 295. If they commenced in 295, how could the comp long 
mencement of them be poſterior to the eſtabliſhment of Chriſt hat is 
unity, which, it is admitted, did not obtain till the year 313. drove, | 

My antagoniſt has a third argument to overthrow the ſecond is early 
opinion, that on the ruins of it he may eſtabliſh the firſt. The What the 
fecond opinion goes upon a ſuppoſition, that temporal dominion WW 56, ob 
or ſecular power enters into the character of the Man of Sin, oretore t 
Antichriſtian Beaſt delineated in the prophecies of the Revelation, {Wnencem 
and conſequently that the Roman Pontiff could not aſſume the n whic 
full form, or anſwer to the deſcription in thoſe prophecies, tillÞnd mo 
the actual arrival of the period at which he became a temporalMWpinion 


prince, or was inveſted with the temporal dominion of Rome. {Wures, at 


But, in oppofition to this, Mr Gib has ſaid, that his character not fi 
entirely of the ſpiritual and ecclefiaſtic kind; temporal domi-hus—1 
nion, or worldly grandeur, being no part of it at all. His words caſt,” 1 
are theſe—* The Pope's antichriſtian character did properly he Horrupti 
in his moſt extenſive ſpiritual or eccletiaſtical dominion, and ia bis is 

that only. His temporal dominion did not conſtitute his anti bus ?'— 
chriſtian character, was even no ingredient in it, p. 14.” —For 2d abo 
proof that temporal dominion did not conſtitute the antichriſtian For man 


character, or was not any ingredient in it, he reminds us that Om po 
both Melchizedek and David had temporal Jominioa belonging this v 
to them, and yet neither the one nor the other was Antichriſt, {etal of 
P- 14. Fine reatoning ! That Melchizedek was a prince 3 o enum 
| 66 | 8 do 


, \ 
' 
: 


tt) 


ung that en as 5 prieſt, and David at once a prophet and a prince, muſt 
previou e allowed; and that neither the former nor the latter could be 
zation dine Antichriſt predicted in the apocalyptic prophecies, is no leſs 
fibly ne nanifeſt. Bur the queſtion is,— What ſimilarity is there be- 


edeemer, 
is world, 


ween'either Melchizedek or David, -and the Biſhop of Rome? 
re the cafes at all parallel? Has a chriſtian biſhop the ſame 


ticularly ide to temporal dominion or worldly grandeur that Melchizedek 
, and or David had? What an able advocate for the civil places and 
that the Wrorldly power of churchmen is Mr Gib? Onght not the Lords 
tianity in ritual to embrace thè earlieſt opportunity of making their 
the fullWnoſt grateful acknowledgments to him? The diſparity between 
-\ncidem{WMclchizedek or David, and a biſhop of the New Teſtament, is 


d, it be-{Wbvious. They were typical of that all-glorious perſon who is 
ueſtion;{Wur prophet, our prieſt, and our king. Two of theſe offices 
d, and [omctimes met in one perſon under the typical economy. But 
ent goes it is the diſtinguiſhing honour of the all-glorious antitype, that 
te itſelf : In his myſterious mediatory perſon all the three center. 
he com- There is another topic from which my opponentreaſons in favour 
terior to f the firſt opinion, and in oppoſition to the ſecond. It is this— - 


Chriſtlan{Wuch corruptions had crept into the church in the ages preceding 


till 31%] 56, from which the latter opinion dates the beginning of the 

If they 260 days, as oblige us to admit that theſe days muſt have com- 
early a nenced at a much earlier period. Accordingly he gives us 
he com-; long detail of corruptions in the ages that preceded 756. But 


* Chriſti hat is all this to Mr Gib's purpoſe ? What he undertakes to 
313. drove, is, that the 1260 days began not only prior to 756, but 
e ſecond Ws carly as 295 or 313. Now, ſuppoſing, tho” not granting, 
rſt. The hat the corruptions which obtained in the church previous to 
ominion {WW 56, oblige us to believe that the 1260 days muſt have begun 
f Hin, orÞctore that time, it does not follow that they prove the com- 
velat ion Wnencement of them as early as 313. The fact is, this is a point 
ume the n which Mr Gib himſelf ought to have been more diffident 
:cies, tillad modeſt. It is not at all impoſſible that there may be an 
temporal {pinion different from both his and mine, nearer to the ſerip- 
f Rome. Nures, and to facts, than either the one or the other. But, might 
ater u not fight my opponent with his own weapons? He reaſons 
al domi-Whus—The 1260 days of the witnefles, or 42 months of the 
is words caſt, muſt have commenced prior to 756; for many and great 
»perly he Horruptions crept into the church previous to that period. 
„ and ia bis is his argument. — Might I not with equal reaſon plead 
his anti-{Wiuvs ? — The 1260 days, or 42 months, could not poflibly 
.“ — For nd about the year 1555, but muſt continue to this very day 
chriſtian Wor many and grievous corruptions have prevailed i chriſten- 
us that Nom poſterior to that period, and even continue to prevail 
elonging eo this very day. And is it not as eaſy for me to give a long 
ntichriſt, ietail of popiſh corruptions poſterior to 1555, as it was for him 
rice o enumerate many chat obtained prior to 756 Mr Gib, there- 
well bY C fore, 


tn 3 


fore, honts before the victory, when, after a long enum 
of antichriſtian abominations that obtained in the ages prior t( 
756, he, with an air of triumph, puts the queſtion “ Wa 
there nothing. antichriſtian, was there no antichriſt 'in that 
woful ſtate of the church?“ p. 13. I will in my turn aſk Me 
Gib, Was there nothing antichriſtian, was there no antichriſt 
prior to 313, or even 295? A writer of the firſt century, and 
ne of ſtill higher authority than him, has exprefsly informedMſ{hcir | 
us, that even when he lived, there were not wanting many an- 
tichriſts. 1 John ji. 18.— The inſpired writer to the The 
falonians ſpeaks, in the plural number, of many antichriſts al 
ready come, and, in the tingular, of vne great antichriſt to com 
at an after-period. Is not this a plain intimation that the forme 
were forerunners of the latter? Chriſt himſelf had his foreru 
ner, and antichriſt had alſo his forerunners.— That ſacred write 
has further told us, that the myſtery of iniquity, which in due 
time produced the man of fin, or the antichriſtian beaſt, was 
working even in his time. 2 Thcff. ii. 7. | 
But Mr Gib's chief argument ties in his own infallibility. 
The peremptory manner in which he determines a queſtion, or 
which the greateft and beſt of men in all ages of the chriſtiat 
church have been divided, is truly aſtoniſhing. He has in ef 
fect laid, his opinion is right; it cannot be wrong. Do an 
aſk, How comes he to be ſo certain he is right? I anſwer, H 
has ſaid he cannot be wrong: Do they aſk again, Is he infa 
lible ? I anſwer, He ſeems to think ſfo.—But, notwithſtanding 
his penetration and accuracy, he all along miſtakes the prope 
queſtion in debate. His reaſoning, from firft to laſt, proceed 
upon, a ſuppolition of the very thing which it was incumbent 
upon him to prove, 'and without the proof of which his rea 
ſoning is a ſuperſtructure without a foundation, and, therefore; 
cannot poſſibly ſtand. He ſuppoſes, that at what time ſoeves 
the papal apoſtacy commenced, then the time, times, and hal 
a time of the woman in the wilderneſs, the 1260 days of th 
witneſſes, and the 42 months of the beaſt, muſt alſo have com 
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menced. But, is not this the very thing he had to prove; andi. Upe 
without proving which, he does nothing at all? That the ſecular implici 
power, or worldly encouragement which Conſtantine gave to the but [ 2 
chriſtian religion, was ſoon abuſed by ambitious and aſpiring —1 ſai 
churchmen, is certain. That chriſtianity was wofully adulter- Were 
ated ſoon after it was eſtabliſhed in the empire, and that the ment 2 
defection arrived at an alarming pitch previous to the year 7 56 991th 
who can deny? But the queſtion is not, did the grand apoſtacyW g to 


commence prior to 756 ? Ir is this—Did the period, intended. by other, 
the 1260 days of the witneſſes, or 42 months of the beaſt, com all mai 
mence prior to that #ra ?. or, in other words, whether did: ould 
Commence at 756, or as early as 313, or perhaps 295 Wh. either | 


100 


6 9 ) L 1 
ors Mr Gib date the-commencement of that period ſo early ts 


um 0 

prior ug 13, or, if he be conſiſtent with himſelf, as early as 295? Was 

„ Wal he ceſſation of the heathen perſecution, in which many thou- 

ſt in tha ands, even myriads of chriſtians, were maſſicred in the moſt | 

1 aſk M}ccucl and mercileſs manner, or the commencement of that Y 
antichritWWcaccful and flouriſhing. ſtate of the church that enſued, ſuch 

tury, and mournful event to the witneſſes as to require them to put on 


heir ſackcloth ? Who can believe it ?—Thar the papal antichriſt 


informed 
as formed, and. had advanced far towards perfection prior to 


many an- 


he ThelM7 56, I have admitted already. But the proper queſtion is 
-hriſts al ad he, previous to that period, aſſumed the form, or appeared 
to come in the character delineated in the prophecies of the Revelation? 
ne forme Did he, in any preceding period, anſwer to the deſcription of 
foreru e antichriſtian beaſt in the 13th and 19th chapters of chat 
red writ iſterious book ? In what preceding age did there appear the 
ch in du beaſt with ſeven heads and ten horns ? In what part of the 


world was it ſeen? Is not the monſtrous beaſt deſcribed in the 
apocalyptic viſions, expreſsly affirmed to have ſeven heads and 
en horas ? Is worldly power or temporal dominion -really no 
part of the character of this beaſt? What does Mr Gib under- 

and by the ſeven heads and ten horns ? Is not the papal power 
intended by this beaſt? Is he not ſaid to have ſeven heads and 


libility. 
:{tion,, on 
chriſtiat 


1as in ef 


Do am ten horns, to intimate that Rome, the city ſtanding on ſeven 
ſwer, H hills, was to be the ſeat of his dominion, and that the ten king 
he infalWdoms into which the Roman Empire was about to be divided, 
hſtandingſWQwerc to be ſubject to him? Now, when was this prophecy ful- 
ie prope filled? or, when did the papal power aſſume the form of this 
proceedeWfcartul beaſt ? Was it in the year 295, or even 313 ? Has Mr 
ncumbent Gib as much © effrontery,“ I do not lay « ignorance,” as to 
his rea- pretend it? Was it not rather. at the period in which the Pope 
therefore became a temporal prince, or- was inveſted with the temporal 


ne ſoe ve dominion of Rome? When did this happen? Mr Gib has in- 


and halli formed us, that it was in the year 756, the very period from 
ys of the which the opinion he is ſo zealous to confute, dates the com- 
lave com- meacement of the 42 months of the reign of the beaſt, 


Upon the whole, my antagoniſt may amuſe himſelf and his 
implicit admirers, with his imaginary certainty and infallibility; 
but [ am reſolved to aſſert my liberty, and judge for myſelf. — 


ove; and 
he ſecular 


ave to ty 

aſpiring —1 faid at the bar of the Synod, and I now fay to the Public, 
adulter. Were he and I to maintain a controverſy about the commence- 
chat the ment and expiration of the 1260 days of the witneſſes, or 42 
year 756 monchs of the beaſt ;—were he to accuſe me of error for inclin- 


ing to the one opinion, and I to impeach him for eſpouſing the | 


| apoſtacy ; 
other, we would render ourſelves objects of univerſal derifion;— - 


tended. by 


-aſt, com- all mankind, divided as they are about other perſons and things, 0 
er did: would agree to pronounce both of us fitter for bedlam than | 
5? Wh either the pulpit or the preſs. The firſt quotation has furniſhed 
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my accuſer with another heavy article of charge 'againft me, 
Thus he proceeds 1 : nd. 4 

© In the /econd place, I apprehend, that, by ſeveral paſſage 
of the ſermon, a grievous injury has been done to the gloriom 
reformation from popery.” p. 15.— For illuſtration, he adds, 
« Hereby the whole glory of the reformation is, upon the 
matter, blotted, out. The reformation from  papery muſt go 
for nothing. Thus the reformation from popery, tho”, the 
moſt glorious. of all events which have taken place in the 


churches of the Gentiles, would come to be confidered ay, of 


no ſiguificancy or importance, for deſerving the ſmalleſt notice 
to be taken of it in the whole prophecy. The ſyſtem of the 
prophecy, as miſrepreſented in the ſermon, leaves ng room 
for, the ſmalleſt account to be made of it in the whole book 
of Revelation no account to be made of it but at the e. 


pence, of diſſolving the contexture of the book; for mathing 
it down into the mould of the viſionary ſchemes which have 
been broached by the alledged beſt expoſitors.“ p. 47. 18, 
Well done Mr Gib! Such a rhapſody !. Shall I give ;a ſerigu 
anſwer to ſuch illiberal ang arbitrary crimjnations ? Is not a xe. 
petition of them a ſufficient confutation 5 Do I, with one im. 
pious daſh of the pen, blot out the whole glory. of the reforms 
ation from popery ?. Do I make no account at all of that glo- 
ous work of God? Does it all go with me for nothing? Dy 
I audaciouſly attempt to diveſt that moſt glorious of all he 
works ever accompliſhed in the Gentile churches, of all ſigniß- 
cancy and importance? Do I deny that it has any place at all i 


that wonderful ſeries of prophecy contained in the book of t 


Revelation? Have I groſsly mifiaterpreted and perverted tho 
important, tho' myſterious, prophecies ?; Have I impiouſſy en- 


deavoured to diflolve the whole contexture of one of -the ſacred 
books, even to maſh it down into the mould of a baſeleſs and 


frantic dream? Diabolical attempt But do not all who hold 
the opinion Mr Gib reprobates with ſo much acrimony, cele- 


brate the glorious reformation as much as he can pretend tg 


do ? Do they not all make as much account of that ever to; be 
remembered work of God, as he does? Are they not as cons 


ſcious of the ſignificancy and importance of it as he can be! 
Does he not know, that, far from denying it a place in the 
book of the Revelation, they apply to it the prophecies of that 
myſterious book, and in it ſee the fulfilment of them? Do not 
thoſe writers, whom I cannot yet allow to be romancers, but 
muſt ſtill call expoſitors, preſerve the contexture of that ſacred 
book, and the ſyſtem of prophecy in it, as conſiſtently as he can 
pretend to do? It is exceedingly eaſy for him to ſay I have miſre: 
preſented and miſinterpreted it; and no leſs eaſy for me to ſay he 
has miſrepreſented and miſinterpreted it. There are, however, 
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Yuotation to ſupport them, this one charge ftands ſupported | 
t u quotations. When he favoured the Synod with a hearing 
of his libel, and demanded the admiſſion of it into their minutes 
he diſtinguiſhed this part of it from the preceding. He infiſted 
for the admiſſion of the whole; but for the admiflion of thi 
ever to be remembered part of it, he was peremptory aud deter 
mined. Of ſuch magnitude and importance is this article, tha 
good Mr Gib was determined to have it inſerted in the mij 
nates of ,Synod,— even printed in a bob, and his further "with 
no doubt, is, that it may be graven with an iron pen and lead. 
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was preaching before them as their laſt moderator; Putting 
0 3 . 20 


tert 

| the rock for ever, —This capital part of his work he divides ini o lon 

| two great branches, which he, in his uſual candid manner, i « T 

ö luſtrates ſeparately. © But, methinks, I hear my good readei y ſcv« 

' PRE again interrupting me We have read the two quotations — M pre( 
10 recollect them quite well. What heavy charge or heinous cri o the: 
1 can Mr Gib poflibly find in them ? Is the conceffion, that, Mrethre 
the unhappy controverſy about the Burgeſs-oath, there might bid to 

miſmanagements on the one ſide as well as the other, a crimeWranſcr 

| Strange] Does he himſelf think that his conduct on that occ gs of 

| \ fion was innocent? Is the non-approbation of the excommuniFcm, 
Fl cation of the Burgher-miniſters a crime? Is there a difintereſteWf the 
BL, or unprejudiced man under heaven that will ſay fo ? But thefWto a 1 
dif muſt now hear Mr Gib. The finiſhing article of my inditmea{Wynod, 

| he ftates thus 71 _ _ - "ilMhis dec 

| ec In the 2hird place, I apprehend, that, by ſeveral paſſag n the 
of the ſermon referred to, a grie vous injury has been done union 

the reformation- teſtimony as preſently ſtated among the han). —I 

of this Synod, and that upon two diſtinguiſhed articles,“ p. uch a: 

1 He adds — The firft article is relative to the rupture of toes M. 

1 70 Aſſociate Synod in April 1747.“ Having given his account Wument 

1 this rupture in oppoſition to what he calls my account of it, Mrious 
relation to the former he adds —“ I am not aſhamed to avo Healing 

a that I confider the ſame as the moſt diſtinguithing article of HRrievoui 

4 Magnalia Dei, i. e. the great things of God, in the courſe of Mit, tha 

j ſeceſſion, and which ougat to be had in a moſt thankful remenWatibur 
ﬀ brance among all poſterity in the ſeceſſion- body.“ p."22.—In is con 

il lation to the latter, or what he calls my account of the breatiicclings 

| he has the following memorable words— A very different vie Hetormat 

0 s given of the matter by ſeveral paſſages of the ſermon. on. I 

„ whole affair concerning the Aſſociate Synod, is ſet forth und Purgher 

. very black characters; as, the unhappy rupture or breach to Mynod tc 
i | Iamented or bewailed to the lateſt ages, — that difmal event rdinary 

that mournful diſpenſation. The memory of the Lord's greiule, to 

nt goodnels, on that occaſion, is blotted out :—And this great iy non-; 

{8 dignity has been done to the ſame by a member of this SynogFÞib had 

it not behind their backs, but ſolemnly in their face, when Mery reaſ. 

. to call 

1 
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ported amp of infamy, before their eyes, even upon the immediat 
a hearii ¶undation of their preſent ſtate. With regard to the ſignal work 
r minute f Gon for this Synod on the gth of April 1747, I hereby enter 
le inſiſteſ ¶ v teſtimony and proteſtation againſt all diſſembling or defam- 
n of thi of it, ſuch as is meant in the laſt- quoted paſſages of the ſer- 
aud detet on.“ p. 22, 23, 24- — As my accuter has ſupported the firſt 
ticle, th anch of the charge againſt me in a manner that does ſo much 
1 the mi onour to himſelf as well as his cauſe, I know my readers muſt 


her 'wilh 


e impatient to hear him on the ſecond, which he has illuſtrated | 
ind lead t 


terms no leſs worthy of himſelf. This gratification I thall 


vides info longer with-hold from them. | 
anner, i © The ſecond article of grievous injury which has been done, 
d readei y ſcvcral paſſages of ſaid ſermon, to the reformation-teſtimony, 


ions— Wills preſently ſtated among the hands of this Synod, is relative 


ous crim o their exerciſe of diſcipline in the caſe of their ſeparating 
„ that, ifWrethren. p. 24.” Of the many ſtriking things Mr Gib has 
> might Mid to ſupport this part of the charge, I cannot forbear to 
a crimeWranſcribe the following ſpecimen. © Thus the whole contend- | 


that occ 
communi 
fintereſt 
- But the 
inditmet 


gs of this Synod for preſerving the great truſt committed unto 
hem, in the aforeſaid exerciſe of diſcipline, as well as the affair 
f the foreſaid breach,—are all delivered over, by the lump, 
to a ſtate of infamy and reproach.— An injury is done to this 
ynod, and the minutes of it, by the undiſtinguiſhing tenor of 
is declaration, —'That an approbation of the cenſures inflicted 
n the Burgher brethren, never has been made a term of com- 
union, miniſterial or chriſtian communion, among us, p. 25. 
7. I will follow Mr Gib no farther at preſent. Is there b 


es, p. I uch as the ſhadow of argument or fair reaſoning here? Why 
Ire of toes Mr Gib give us declamation and ſcurrility, in place of ar- 
ccount Miument ? Is not this equally diſhonourable to himſelf, and in- 
t of it, Mrious to his cauſe? Who carr forbear banter and ridicule in 
| to avorifſcaling with ſuch an opponent ? Have I really injured, and 
cle of thifWricvouſly injured the reformation-teſtimony ? 1 do, indeed, ad- 


rſe of Mit, that there might be ſinful managements onjthe part of the 


ul remenotiburghers as well as the Burghers. But what injury does 
2,—In is conceſſion to the reformation-teftimony ? That Mr Gib's 
he breat feelings may be hurt by it, 1 can ſee ; but how it can injure the 
ferent vie etormation-teſtimony, I confels, is far beyond my comprehen- 
10N, on. Does a non-approbation of the excommunication of the 
orth undaWurgher-miniſters hurt the reformation-teſtimony ? Were the 
-cach ro nod to require of its members an approbation of that extra- 
| event, rdinary meaſure, they would, cxpole themſelves; . and their | 4 
ord's g ule, to the utmoſt obloquy and contempt. The reaſons of ä 
s great i non- approbation of it will be found in the ſequel, That My, / 
his SynogFÞ|b had a particular concern in it, and. is, aſome ſay for thx 
, when ery reaſon, a warm defender of it I know, But I have learum 
putting v call no man on earth Father, He has a right to judge 

ſtauſß ; | — himſelf; 


> : — 
N = £; 
- \ . * 
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-himfelf 3 and I have an equal right to judge for myſelf; and am 


reſolved ever to do fo. That I had any intention, in compoling 
and delivering the ſermon, to do an injury either to the Refor- 
mation br the Synod, I deny. Nay, I thought then, and I think 
now, it would be for the honour of the Synod to admit finful 
and ſhameful miſconduct in the controverſy about the Burgeſs- 
oath, the ſubſequent rupture, and their proceedings againſt 


their Burgher brethren. I will go farther, and affirm, that 1 


defy Mr Gib, and all the other members of Synod; to produce 
from the biſtory of the Chriſtian church, an inſtance of more 
uphappy conduct in the management of any one of all the many 
controverſies that have been agitated in it. For my part, I never 
can think of it but with deep regret, When I recollect what 
ood men were on both fides of the queſtion, and the violence 
with which they proceeded, I am perfectly aſtoniſhed. The in- 
jury, the grievous injury, I have done to the reformation-teſti- 
mony, as ſtated in the Seceſſion, is ſaid to lie eſpecially in two 
things. | 
7 certain obnoxious characters which I have applied to 
the breach in the Synod on the gth of April 1747. When I 
call it a rupture, I prefix to it the offenſive epithet unhappy. 
When I deſign it an event, the black character d:/mal is prefix- 
ed. And when I term it a diſpenſation, I put before it the cri- 
minal- werd mournful. Theſe Mr Gib has pronounced black 
rharafers. In a paper I read to the Synod, and which has ob- 
tained a place in their minutes, I obferved,' that in a work with 
which Mr Gib favoured the Public a number of years ago, he 


_ Himſelf defigns it that melancholy event.” — Now, the material 


difference between his black character and my black characters, 
to me is not ſo very obvious. I know, indeed, that he is both 
an ontologiſt and a logician; and what is quite unintelligible to 
one man, may be quite obvious to another. Neither do 1 deny 
that a word in one man's mouth may be orthodox, while in 
another's it is /heteredox. But why Mr Gib ſhould, with fo 
much ſeverity; condemn me for applying to the ſubject, terns 
which he had previouſly applied to ir,—I do not ſo well com- 
prehend. I aſked him once, and I now aſk him again, Does he 
really think it was a happy rupture, a defirable event, a joyful 
diſpenſatioà? He may think/ſo ; but I muſt be allowed to think 
otherwiſe. tet . 7 Ofey eines * 
2. 1 admit,' that, during the violent debates in Synod about 
the Burgeſs-oath, wHth terminated in the rupture, as well as the 
after proceedings of the contending parties, there were ſinful 
managements on the Antiburgher ſide as well as the Burgher 
What ! ſinful managements on Mr? Gid's part? Yes, finful 
managements even on his part. This J admitted in my ſermon 
deldfd ehe Synod ; and now aver. It is a truth no leſs wy 
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* | 
than ſad. Will he, or any other man concerned in that violent 
conteſt, deny it? Did not he, and the other members of the 
Antiburgher Synod, poſterior to the breach, fiſt themſelves at 
the bar of that Synod, and folemnly confeſs their firfful' and 
ſhameful miſcondu& on that occafion, and ſubmit to eenſure 
for it? For a particular account of the appearances of the 
members, and conduct of the Synod on the occafion referred 
to, I am indebted, and refer my readers to Mr Gib himſelf. 
He may pretend what he pleafes ; but there is not an unpreju- 
diſed man in the Seceſſion, not to. ſay out of it, who does not 
reflect on the violent temper that prevailed among members, 
during that moſt unhappy conteſt, with unutterable regret and 
ſorrow. Who can read his own account of the matter, but 
with a mixture of diſguſt and pity ? In the evening of the glo- 
rious, J had almoft aid inglorious, 9th of April 1747, were 
not the two principal perſons in the Synod, the Moderator and 
the clerk, in ſuch a ſtate of ſtupefaction, that neither the one 
nor the other was capable of acting? Strange] Was this the 
ſituation of the Synod on the memorable gth of April, of 
which my accuſer has ſpoken-ſuch glorious things ?, Was it in 
ſuch circumſtances that the important queftion, or the difficult 
point, that had occaſioned fo much altercation among members, 
was determined? What a ſtriking proof of the imperfection of 
the preſent ſtate of the church, and the neceffity of the caution 
— Ceaſe from man, whoſe breath is in his noſtrils ; for wherein it he 
to be accounted of Why did not the two parties immediately agree 
to adjourn, and, poſtponing the determination of the pqint in 
debate, ſpend the ſubſequent ſederunt in prayer and converſa- 
tion? When he who has the hearts bf all men in his hand, and 
the difpoſal of all events in the world and in the church, ſhall 
be pleaſed to hring the two parties together again, they certainly 
will look back on their paſt proceedings, with a degree of com- 
punction and remorſe, which it is not eaſy now to expreſs. It 
has all along been ſaid, that, previous to the rupture, and even 
before the commencement of the diſpute that occaſioned it, 
perſonal miſunderſtandings prevailed among the members. That 
the members on both ſides wiſhed to be actuated by higher mo- 
tives, than either perſonal attachment on the one hand, or per- 
ſonal prejudice on the other, I am fully convinced. But who 
that knows the Scriptures, or the ſprings of human conduct, 
will deny, that the vefy beſt of men, in the management of the 
beſt of cauſes, may act in ſuch a way as to incur that ſharp re- 
proof — Te know not what manner of ſpirit ye are of ? Every mili- 
tant ſaint has natural corruption remaining, as well as ſuperna- 
tural grace implanted, in him. And never is corruption readier 
to intermix itſelf with grace, than in the inſtances that call for 
the moſt vigorous exertions of 3 zcal. 1 
3. 
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3. I admit, that, in the infliction of the awful cenſure of the 
higher excommunication on the Burgher miniſters, the Synod 
erred. This, I confeſs, is my opinion. But what injury does 
this conceſſion to the reformation-teſtimony ? What hurt does 
it to the Synod ? Does the Synod pretend to infallibility ? Is it 
not one of its received principles, that all Synods may err, and, 
in different inſtances, do err ? If it may err in other inſtances, 
why may it not have erred in this ? 'The critical point, whether 
that tremendous cenſure, which has obtained the name of the 
higher excommunication, was peculiar to the apoſtolic ages, or is 


to be continued and practiſed in the church to the end, I pur- 


poſely wave at preſent. But, preſuppolſing the warrant for the 


practice of it in our times, I do not heſitate to pronounce the 


infliction of it by the Antiburgher Synod on their Burgher 
brethren, a ſhameful proſtitution of it, and a chief ground of 
the Lord's controverſy with the Antiburgher judicatures, aud 
all under their inſpection, to this very day. My accuſer has 
formed a variety of conjectures concerning the reaſon or reaſons 
of my non-approbation of that extraordinary meaſure ; but, 
wilfully, or, J am more ready to believe, through ignorance, has 
miſrepreſented my opinion or view of it. Accordingly, in a long 
written ſpeech, which I offered to read at the bar of the Synod 
at their laſt meeting, I intended to have given an explicit ac- 
count of it; but when J appriſed them of this part of my de- 
ſign, I could not be allowed to read it. From this ſpeech J ſhall 
tranſcribe what relates to my opinion concerning the Burgher- 
excommunication. It is as follows. — That this Synod was war- 
ranted to proceed againſt the Burgher miniſters as it did, I do 
not ſee; and, as long as I cannot fee it, church-authority never 
{hall oblige me to approve it. My views of the nature, the ob- 
jets, and the effects of the higher excommunication, are ſuch, 
that the infliction ot it upon them muſt appear to me unjuſt or 
unlawful, as well as inexpedient. The inſpired writers of the 
New Teſtament have recorded only two inſtances, in which the 
apoſtles, who underſtood the nature, proper objects, and effects 
of that tremendous ſentence, rather better than either Mr Gib 
or 1 can pretend to do, uſed, or required the churches under 
their inſpection to uſe it. The one, as is well known, was the 
caſe of a church-member that perſiſted in a moſt notoriouſly 
ſcandalous practice; the other, of two unhappy perſons that had 
imbibed and propagated errors ſubverſive ot the very founda- 
tions of chriſtianity. Now, are not theſe two inſtances record- 
ed for the expreſs purpoſe of directing the churches of Chriſt, 
in the ſeveral ages of the New Teſtament, in what caſes, and for 
what cauſes, this fearful cenſure is to be inflicted ? Are they not 
intended to regulate us in the interpretation and application of 
that excellent directory in the xviii of Matthew's goſpel, wy 
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e of the | 

- Synod Mr Gib and others, through inattention to other parts of the 
iry does New Teſtament, have explained and applied in a manner very 
art does different from the proper intent of it? Is not a gradation of 

y ? Is it ¶ cenſures, correſponding to the comparative demerit of offences, 
err, and, N obſcrved in all the churches of Chriſt ? To continue either in 


nſtances, Ia fundamental error, or groſs immorality, certainly expoſes per- 
whether Wl ſons to the ſevereſt cenſures of the church. Whether the per- 
ie of the ſous be gracious, or graceleſs, is no queſtion with me. That a 
es, or is graceleſs perſon may be reſtrained from groſs immoralities and 
|, 1 pur- fundamental errors, and that a gracious perſon may fall either 
t for the into the former or the latter, who can deny? What fin is it, 
-unce the the unpardonable tin excepted, from which militant ſaints are 
Burgher | altogether exempted ? Is not my view of the higher excom- 
round of MW munication conform to the ſentiments and practice of all the 
Ires, aud churches of Chriſt earlier and later? Can either my accuſer, or 
-uſer has any other man, produce from the hiſtory of any one church 
r reaſons IN *Þat the Synod confiders as exemplary, an inſtance of the a 
ire; but, plication of it, except in the one or the other of the two as 
ance, has I have ſtated ? Is not my view of it countenanced by the con- 
in a long duct of the Synod itſelf, for a long ſeries of years paſt ? Has it 
he Synod IN not, in repeated inſtances, permitted perſons, as great offenders 
plicit ac- as the Burgher miniſters can well be pretended to be, to remain 
f my de- iſ ynexcommunicated with the higher excommunication ? I ſhall 
ch I ſhall I mention only one inftance at preſent. Is it not a matter of no- 
Burgher- I toriety, that a member of Synod, between 20 and 30 years ago, 
was war- © not only renounced the Seceſſion- teſtimony, but adopted all the 
did, 1 do © whimſical ſingularities of a certain modern ſpecies of independ- 
rity never Nents, and, though he ſurvived a number 4 if I be not 
„ the ob- much miſtaken, he lived and died unexcommunicated with the 
are ſuch; © higher excommunication ? When I admit the miſapplication of 
unjuſt or I chis tremendous cenſure in the caſe of the Burgher brethren, 
rs of the what injury do I to any one particle of ſacred truth? What part 
vhich the Neven of the Secefſion-teſtimony is hurt? May I not confeflently 
nd effects ¶ dilapprove of the Burgeſs-oath, and alſo the excommunication 
- Mr Gib Rot the Burgher miniſters ?—This leads me to ſpeak of the con- 
hes under Ntroverſy itſelf which occaſioned the rupture, and the conſe- 
„was the quent violent proceedings of which I have been ſpeaking already. 
otoriouſly Oa the merits of that unhappy controverſy, 1 ſhall not ſay 
that had much. Far too much has been already faid by preachers and 
7 founda» I Vriters on both fides of the queſtion. The infipid ſubje&t has 
es record- I been long ago exhauſted. The debate turned on the proper 
of Chriſt, I mcaning of a few words. To the Antiburghers, they appeared 
s, and for I to amount to a virtual renunciation of the teſtimony. To the 
e they not Burghers, they appeared quite conſiſtent with it. The latter, as 
lication of Vl! as the former, profeſſed to adhere to the teſtimony. For 
el, which u part, it ever has been my opinion, that the religious clauſe 
ot the burgeſs-oath is not at - calculated for the. meridian of 
| 2 the 
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the Seceſſion. The original occaſion and proper deſign of that Wl exe: 
oath, as far as it relates to religion, are manifeſt from the terms ſpec 
in which it is conceived. Our pious anceſtors, the original fram- the 
ers and {wearers of it, were not only profeſſors of the true re« Wl oath 
ligion, but profeflars of it as by law eſtabliſhed; in other words, WM man 
they were not diſſenters from the national church, but members Wl prot 
of it. The adminiſtrator of the oath, even in our times, ever Namo 
is underſtood to be a member of the church as by law eſtabliſn- been 
ed. Now, can a member of the eſtabliſhed church, and a diſ- not 
by ſenter from it, have preciſely the ſame ideas of the religion ¶ vailc: 
wh cſtabliſhed and profeſſed in it? And do not all caſuiſts reach, N with 
that an oath of every kind ought to be underſtood in the ſame WM follo 
{1 ſenſe by the adminiſtrator and the ſwearer of it? But one chief N hand 
objection I have to the Burgels-oath, is, It blends church and WM migh 
Ti; ftate, or civil and religious matters, in a manner I cannot re- ſwear 
$48 concile with the proper diſtinction between the kingdoms of this Wconvi 
It world, and that kingdom, which he, to whom it belongs, has with 
F expreſsly informed us, is not at all of this world. Much, indeed, WAntit 

A may be ſaid in excuſe for the introduction of religion into a ci- with. 
vil oath, in the times and circumſtances of our reforming fore» Non th 
fathers, which cannot be pled in our times and circumſtances. they « 


L 1 Church and ſtate were then underſtood to have common friends in the 
= - and common enemies. The religion abjured by the Burgeſs» might 
in | oath, may, indeed, be ſaid to be ſtill inimical to the civil as well Mcoutra 
Aſt as the religious intereſts of mankind. But is the ſolemn homolo» Whappil 
All gation of a certain ſyſtem, or a particular profeſſion of religion, MWbreach 
Bf indiſpenſibly required to qualify perſons for certain civil places Ine, ui 
1478 or civil privileges? What eſſential or neceſſary connection is there Wther. 
ue between the two? May not a perſon heſitate or refuſe to homo» either 
| } logate the religion by law eſtabliſhed in Scotland, and yet be as {Wxcept 
the peaceful and uſeful a member of ſociety as any one who ſo- r that 
UN, | lemnly receives it? We all know the origin of the law that allow» Wiolent 
| ed no civil traffic among mankind, but on condition of receiving N wo pa 

a certain mark. Rev. xiii. 16. 17.— But, what concord or agree» {Wivided 

ment is there between Chriſt and Antichriſt ? We live in an age {With th 

of enquiry and liberality of ſcatiment unknown in the days of Wat, . 

our fathers. Now the diſtinction between church and ſtate, the ther, 

proper methods of enforcing and promoting religion, not com- her ? | 

pulſory laws or corporal pains, but methods much more calculated emed, 

for operating on the heart, the ſeat or ſubject of religion, and Wt a chi 

the rights of private judgment, begin to be underſtood in their Wig or ſ 

proper extent. The friendly genius of the Britiſh government Wule, 1 

to the religious as well as civil liberties and rights of mankind, Wimady 

is known and acknowledged. Why then did not the two cos {Wiurche 

tending parties in the Synod agree to avail themſelves of it, by is und 

uſing their united and vigorous endeavours to obtain an altera- ectabil 

tion of the oath, by expunging the religious part of it, or an yppy c 
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exemption from that part of it, as often as any under their in- 
ſpection might be called to ſwear it? But even on ſuppoſition of 
the very worſt, that they could not obtain an alteration in the 
oath, or an exemption from the religious part of it, which to 
many of them appeared not to comport with their ſeceding 
profeſſion, nor yet could come to unanimity of ſentiment 
among themſelves about it, —-might not ſome expedient have 
been deviſed for preventing the mournful rupture ? Might 
not they, notwithſtanding the diverſity of ſentiment that pre- 
vailed among them, have continued together in à conſiſtency 
with the honour of truth, and their mutual comfort, on the. 
following terms ?— Might not the Burgher miniſters, on the one 
hand, have agreed to require all under their inſpection, who 
might have occaſion to ſwear the Burgeſs-oath, to forbear the 
[wearing of it, or at leaſt the religious part of it, not from any 
conviction of the intrinſic evil of it, or the inconſiſtency of it 
with their religious profeſſion, but to prevent offence to their 
Antiburgher brethren, to whom it appeared quite incompatible 
with their religious profeſſion; and the Antiburgher miniſters, 
on the other hand, to bear with their Burgher brethren, tho? 


they could not come all their lenpth about it, or ſee it preciſely 


In the ſame light they ſaw it? By fuch an obvious expedient, 


might not the ſwearing of oaths apparently inconfiſteat and 


outradictory, and the woful breach. in the Synod, have been 
happily prevented? As for the proceedings poſterior to the 
breach, I ſhall only ſay, it is far from being any gratification to 
e, unneceſſarily to expoſe the failings of the one party or the 
ther. But that ſteps have been taken on both fides, which 
either ſcripture or reaſon can juſtify, who, downright bigots 
xcepted, will deny? Why did the one party unſynod the other, 
dr that other party altogether unchurch the former? Why ſuch 
iolent proceedings either on the one part or the other? If the 
wo parties found themſelves ſo alienated in their affections, or 
livided in their judgments, that they could not, conſiſtently 
1th their edification or comfort, continue together, might they 
dat, with mutual conſent, have withdrawn the one from the 
ther, without purſuing ſuch violent meaſures againſt one ano- 
her? Unuſual and extraordinary as ſuch an event might have 
emed, would it not have been more conſiſtent with the nature 
ta church as a voluntary ſociety, and leſs calculated for beget- 
g or ſtrengthening the prejudices of enemies to their common 
aſe, than the plan of conduct which they adopted ? — 'To 
nimadvert upon the miſconduct of individuals, eſpecially of 
uwurches, to every generous ſpirit, muſt be an irkſon, e taſk.— 
is under an impreflion of my own fallibility, and of the re- 
ectability of the religious characters on both ſides of the un- 
ppy controverſy, I now write, But I glory in being a pro- 
teſtant. 


12 ) 

teſtant. A judgment of diſcretion I conſider as my unalienable 
privilege, and indiſputable right. Repeated and glaring are the 
inſtances of procedure on both the one part and the other, 
which no man under heaven can juſtify. That my accuſer un- 
dertakes to vindicate every thing done by the Antiburgher Synod, 
and particularly his great and good ſelf, I know. But, by ſuch 
an attempt, he only expoſes himſelf, and all his connections, to 
univerſal deriſion and ſcorn. 

Obvious are the inſtances of procedure on the part of the 
Burghers, which cannot be altogether juſtified. The manner 
in which they have altered ſome things in their teſtimony, and 
diſcontinued the duty of covenanting, I do not undertake to 
Juſtify. I ſpeak of the manner in which they have altered the 
one, and diſcontinued the other. That there is a poſſibility of 
miſtakes in the original teſtimony, and even the corrected one, 
who will refuſe ? 'The authors of that compilation, great and 
good as they were, only were uninſpired, and, therefore, fallible 
men. But the alterations that have been made in it, either are 
material and neceſſary, or immaterial and unneceflary. If im- 
material and unneceſſary, why were they made? If material and 
neceflary, why does not the Burgher Synod explicitly avew 
them? Why does the re- exhibition, as if in all reſpects the ſame 
with the original teſtimony, bear the atteſtation of the original 
preſbytery-clerk? As the Burgher miniſters have found it necel- 
ſary or expedient to difcontinue the practice of the duty of co- 
venanting, they muſt be ſuppoſed to have reaſons which to 
them appear ſufficient to juſtify their conduct. But why do 
they not avow and publiſh them to the world, that both friends 
and foes may know them? Does not juſtice to themſelves, to 
their connections, to others, and eſpecially their cauſe, require 
them to do fo ? Why did the Burgher Synod nullify the Synod 
of Antiburghers ? What inconſiſtency or abſurdity is there in 
admitting a Synod, and the validity of the conſtitution of a Sy- 
nod, both among the Burghers and Antiburghers ? Whence 
was the Aſſociate Preſbytery at firſt ? Did not the original mem- 
bers, or the firſt ſeceding miniſters, form themſelves into a 
preſbytery, in virtue of the intrinſic powers of the miniſterial 
office, of which they found themſelves ſtill poſſeſſed, notwith- 
ſtanding the arbitrary ſteps the judicatures of the national church 
had taken againſt them? Were not the members of the original 
Aﬀociate Synod, both of the Burgher-party and the Antibur- 
gher, ſtill miniſters, or poſſciſed of the intrinſic powers of the 
miniſterial office, poſterior to the breach, as well as prior to it! 
Why, then, might not the miniſters on the one part as well 
as the-other, in virtue of thoſe powers, on their own principles, 
form themſelves into an eccleſiaſtic judicature ? — But if the 


Burghers, on the one hand, were guilty, the Antiburghers 
05 


On 
the 
con 
the 
reft 
Ant 
veri 
EXCC 
niſte 
cen! 
eithe 
lame 
happ 
that 
the o 
audac 
in a ſ 
churc 
puſh | 
ration 
an un! 
portar 
ing co 
even a 
Tincix 
in the 
hougl 
ns rath 
irbitra: 
trained 
Viich t 
dent o 
ere, it 
vere no 
ated Or 
ave bee 
t edific 
ither o 
as the « 
OW my 


* Mr Gil 


each, «6 q 


nod. P. 2 


erent ace 
union, it ö 
ecrate the 


8 Of the | 


© Lurgher, 


= 


on the other, were not innocent. Why did they, poſterior: to 
enable the breach, deny their Burgher-brethren an opportunity of a 
are the converſation with them? That the Burghers aſked it, and that 
other, the Antiburghers returned an anſwer amounting to a virtual 
ſer un- refuſal, cannot be denied. This part of the conduct of the 
Synod, Antiburghers never can be reprobated in terms of ſufficient ſe- 
oy ſuch BW verity. Though the Burghers unſynoded them, why did they 
ons, to excommunicate the Burghers ? Was not this at once to unmi- 
niſter and unchriſtian them? I appeal to the terms of the awful 

of the Wl cenſure itſelf. Is it poſſible, even at this diſtance of time, for 
manner either the one party or the other, to reflect on the ever to be 
ay, and BW lamented gth of April, in the evening of which the ſeparation 
take to happened, and not feel the moſt pungent ſorrow ? — The man 
red the ¶ that undertakes to juſtify the conduct of either the one party or 
bility of I the other on that occaſion, poſſeſſes an uncommon degree of 
ed one, ¶ audacity and reſolution. Was not the Synod, on that occaſion, 
eat and in a ſtate of diſtraction almoſt unparalelled in the annals of the 
, fallible I church? Why did the Burgher-party, in ſuch circumſtances, 
ther are ¶ puſh the queſtion, or put the vote, that terminated in the ſepa- 
If im- ration? Why did the Antiburghers proceed immediately to ſuch 
erial and Wan unuſual and extraordinary ſtep ? Did not a ſtep of ſuch im- 


ly aveW Wportance, aud likely to be productive of ſuch ſerious and alarm- 
the ſame Wing conſequences, require much more deliberation ? Was it not, 
original Neven according to my accuſer's account of it, and on his own 
it necel> principles, precipitant and raſh ?— He tells us, that it was only 
ty of co- in the morning of the very day on which it happened, that the 
which to thought of it firſt occurred . Was not the breach, therefore, 
why do Is rath and haſty, as their after-proceedings were violent and 
th friends Wrbitrary ? — What a mercy was it, that the Burghers were re- 


ſelves, to trained from taking the ſame ſteps againſt the Antiburghers, 


2, require Which they took againſt them ! — As the Burghers were as con- 
the Synod ident of their being the true Aſſociate Synod as the Antiburghers 
there in Here, it certainly was at once a wonder and a mercy that they 
; of a Sy- ere not permitted to do ſo. Had they mutually excommuni- 


' Whence BWated one another, to what contempt and derifion would religion 
inal mem- Wave been expoſed ! Had the honour of religion, and the ends 
ves into f edification, been attended to, no cenſures had been inflicted 
miniſterial Wither on the one part or the other. What a ſtumbling-block - 
, notwith- as the excommunication laid in the way of the generation | — 
nal church Wow much has the Seceſſion- intereſt ſuffered on account of it! 
he original | Such 
e Aniibur- : 

ers of the * Mr Gib has informed his readers, that, in the morning of the day of the 


each, **a beam of light did break up upon” a number of the Members of 


. . f 
prior ton ga. p. 20. One of his brethren, in a letter tv me on this ſubject, gives a very 


art as well lerent account of the matter. He writes thus—“ Certain perſons in our com- 
b rinciples, union, it is not neceſſary to ſpecify who theſe are, you know them, and ſo do I, 
ar be the cenſures one and all; and condemn the light, which, on the morn- 
But if th 8 of the breach, broke in upon a number of miniſters, and made them leave 
itiburgher BF Burghers, and conſtitute in Mr Gib's houſe, as an enthuſis/tical dream.” 
08 
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* Such is the violence and fury with which this moſt unhappy 
controverſy has been conducted. Such are the direful conſe- 
quences it has produced. Such are the unparalelled extremities 
to which it has been driven. Was it any wonder, then, that; 
in my ſynodical ſermon, I deſigned it an unhappy event, a dif- 
mal breach, a mournful difpenſation,— to be lamented and be- 
wailed to lateſt ages? What injury, grievous injury, does this 
to the reformation-teſtimony ?— My earneſt defire and hearty 
prayer, in behalf of the two contending parties, is, that they 
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may diveſt themſelves of the prejudices they have imbibed, and ber 
too long entertained, againſt one another, come together in an * 
amicable manner, and diſpaſſionately review the differences which 3 


have hitherto ſubſiſted between them, and brought their com- 

mon cauſe into ſo much diſcredit, — and, with a candour that that 
would reflect laſting honour upon them, confeſs the irregular. g 
ities and diſorders that have attended the commencement and Whe 


progreſs of this unhappy controverſy. May they be ſpeedily re- “en 
united in the truth, the proper baſis and center of union among 
the profeſſors of religion I Alas ] our many contentions and 1 
diviſions ! For the drvifions of our Reuben there ought to be N f 
great ſcarchings of heart. How much are the fincere lovers of "3 M 
our Los D Jesus Cunts divided in their judgments, ander the 
alienated one from another in their affeftions! What a fad —_ 
decay of genuine zeal ! and what a woful prevalence of that ws, 


which is ſpurious! How much more ſolicitous and active art 
many to make proſelites to a party, than to make converts to 
Jesvs? What a diſproportionate ftreſs do many lay on the 
Shibbolerh of a party — and what indifference do they ſhow fot 
the important and ſalutary doctrines of the goſpel ? How many 
hearers are there who hear the latter as if they heard them not, 
while to the former they are all ears? At what a diſtance do th 
Churches of Cxxk1sT ſtand from one another? Far am I frox 
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. Pleading for a promiſcuous communion. Error, as well as im "hes 5 
morality, is an infectious leaven, of which the churches . Ames 
Cunis x ever ought to be afraid. But why do fiſter-churche o 
and even ſuch as are almoſt one in ſentiment and practice, ſta * N 
at as great a diſtance one from another, as Jews and Chriſtian . * 
or as papiſts and peoteſtanrs ? What more religious intercourſei $a 
there between the two churches of the Seceſſion, though ond 3 is 
in the cloſeſt connection, and ſtill agreed in the moſt of thing only 
than between the church of Sweden and the church of Scotland — may 
Even when churches cannot agree to hold communion, in : * 


participation of ſealing ordinances, might not they, either ſtated 
or occaſionally, maintain a friendly intercourſe one with anoth 
Might not delegates from them ſeverally meet for prayer, —at 
allo for converſation, both about things in which they are agres 
and things in which they differ? Are there not obvious impo 
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ant an ſalutary ends, which might be gained by fuch an ami- 
cable correſpondence ? Might it not tend to ſtrengthen their 
hands in the maintenance of the common cauſe, abate their 
party prejudices, and remove leſſer differences, which often 
ariſe from perſonal miſunderſtandings, and, when examined, 
turn out to be in words rather than reality ? — There are two 


unhappy 


1 conle- 
tremities 
en, that, 
It, A dif- 
and be- 


_— chi extremes which ever are equally to be avoided. One conforms 
d gr to a corrupt church, ſo far as to become a partaker with her in 
that t / her tins and her plagues. Another runs into the oppoſite ex- 
bed, and Htreme. He adopts — and practices that directly or in- 


her in an 
ces which 
heir com- 


directiy unchurch every religious ſociety on earth, except that 
of which he is a member. Nothing can be more evident, than 
that a church may degenerate far in principle and practice, and 


jour ra yet continue to be a grue, though a corrupt, church of CHRIST. 
irregu I Whether the Seceſſion has not adopted ſome things, which have 
nn Bn given too much occaſion to many to ſay that they in effect un- 
eedily re · Ncnurch all others beſide themſelves, I leave to men of candour 


— a and reflection, even among themſelves, to determine. 

* * I ſhall only mention one thing at preſent, which, I confeſs, 
* 1 often given me no ſmall diſguſt. It is the uniform practice 
dern * of the Antiburgher-judicatures, to depoſe from the office of the 
m p F miniſtry, and excommunicate from communion with them in 
hat 7 * ſealing ordinances, every miniſter, who, from a conviction of 
: 4. injuſtice received from them, or conſcientious ſcruples about 


ny part of their principles or conduct, withdraws from them. 


_— trange | Is it not poſſible that àa member may really be injured, 
TT e eresoufly injured, by them, and have juſt cauſe to withdraw 
22 from them, till they come to ſee their duty, and give ſatis faction 
Tow mac him ? ls the Seceſſion- church, in her conſtitution and admi- 


them not iſtration, ſo perfect, that no one who has become a member 


NCC * 1 o her ever can have any reaſon to ſcruple with any thing in her, 
am! fror on any account to relinquiſh her? Is ſhe the only church 
well as WE" iris has on earth? Muſt one be a member or a miniſter in 
„ er, or a member and miniſter of no church under heaven ?— 
5 bot the uniform depoſition and excommunication of every 
ctice, an ninifter that withdraws from her, a virtual declaration, that if 
. ie be not a miniſter in her, he cannot be a miniſter at all ?—ls 


ot this in effect to ſay, ſhe is the only church, and her miniſters * 
he only miniſters, CHk1sT has on earth ?—It may be objected, 
ne may withdraw from her from the mere ſuppoſition ot in- 


10ugh One 
t of thing 


pf Sou uſtice, or a groundleſs diſſatis faction with her principles. What 
—— io the to do in this caſe ? It is eaſy to anſwer — Her judicatures 
** nobel to find and declare, that ſuch a one is no longer one of 


bem; leaving other judicatures or churches to employ him as 
miniſter, or admit him as a chriſtian, as they ſhall find proper. 

Thus would every neceſſary end be gained, and every wild 
ureme avoided, — her own * preſerved, and the validity 
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of the conſtitution of other churches admitted. I do not ſpeak 
of miniſters or other members convicted of errors or gro!s im- 


moralities. 


I have now finiſhed my account of Mr Gib's charges againſt 
me, and my anſwers.—It remains that I now give a brief derail 
of my proceedings, in conſequence of his unexpected publication, 
The attack he made on my character, by reading his long hbel 
in the hearing of ſeveral hundreds, was truly extraordinary and 
unprecedented. But the publication of it appeared to me to be- 
peak a fixed determination to murder my minitterial character. 
— Accordingly I retolved to apply to the Synod for ſatisfaction, 
With this view, I attended the Autumn-meeting of Synod 1784. 
Such an impreſſion had I of the moſt glaring injuſtice and wrong, 
that I flattered myſelf the Synod would have interfered, and, 
of their own account, done me juſtice. But, to my diſappoint- 
ment and grief, I found the dynod were ſo far from being dif- 
poſed to call my accuſer to account, and to do juſtice to me, 
that, when had repeatedly moved for an opportunity to preſent 
my remonſtrance and petition to them, I was ſhifred—time after 
time ſhifted. I was determined, however, to perſiſt ; and ac- 
cordingly, after repcated delays, I at laſt obtained a hearing,— 
The long ſpeech I read, I was deſired to leave with the Synod; 
and from the clerk had the following official copy 


MoDvERATOR, 


WITH the utmoſt concern do I make this application to th 
Reverend Synod. — This Synod permitted. one of its members 
ſome time ago, to take a ſtep, which to me ſtill appears equall 
without a warrant in the Sacred Scriptures, and a precedent ut 


to read to the Synod, in preſence of a promiſcuous multitude 
a long paper, in which, in the moſt unprecedented manner, ht 
attacks my character; — pretending to find a number of erro 
in a ſermon which I had the honour to deliver before the Syno 
27th April 177, and which afterwards was publiſhed. As tha 
paper evidently is a material libel, it certainly was competent fe 
me to inſiſt, that the Synod thould appoint Mr Gib to put 
into my hand in due form, in order that the matter might hay 
been brought to a fair trial. But in ſuch a ſupercilious and arb 
trary manner did Mr Gib proceed, that he abſolutely refuſed t 
allow me once to lee it, or even to leave it with the Synod, excef 
on ſuch terms as he thought fit to preſcribe. From pacific co! 
ſiderations, however, I reſolved to overlook this unexample 
treatment from Mr Gib, and to put the beſt conſtruction on th 
conduct of the Synod. But Mr Gib, in his unrelenting opp 
ſition to me, has now taken a farther ſtep, which I cannot i 
it conſiſtent tor me, from any conſideration whatever, to ps 
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in ſilence. To this Reverend Synod, therefore, do I complain, 


ot f wy and from it do I ſeek redreſs. Mr Gib having firſt impeached 
£045 im me at the bar of the Synod, has from it now appealed to the 
„ againſttribunal of the Public. He appears determined to uſe every 
g F Jenn method in his power to murder my character, and defeat the 
Micatl on. ends of my miniſtry. I know that the preſs is as open for me 
yo bel; for him. Neither am I at all aſhamed or afraid to meet him 
a. on ann point in diſpute between us. But I muſt take this op- 
a * portunity to declare, that to me it appears utterly inconſiſtent 
I or Wor the Synod to allow its members, either from the pulpit or 


the preſs, to impeach one another in the manner Mr Gib has 
attacked me. Mr Gib may talk of the Synod, after the model 
f the Britiſh Houſe of Commons, granting to its members, at 
all times, full liberty to introduce whatever they pleaſe, or accuſe 
one another, as they may think proper, under the ſpecious 


tis faction. 
104d 1784. 
1d wrong, 
red, and, 


no Yrerext of felf-exoneration ; but I have not fo learned the order 
"= me. e all- gracious Head of the Church has appointed in it. Such 
2 orelent Joctrine, and ſuch a practice, I conſider as ſubverfive of the 


onmon rights of mankind, as well as the ſpecial privileges of 
hriſtians. Such vague views of church-order, I with never to 
xdopt. That the Synod is concerned in the preſent unhappy 
liſpute between Mr Gib and me, cannot be denied. The laſt 
dart of his publication not only refers to the public cauſe in 
„aich the Synod is engaged, but has been already admitted into 
he minutes. And as both Mr Gib and I are members of Synod, 

nult be bound to do juſtice to the one of us as woll as the 
ther. TY 

The inſtances in which I reckon myſelf injured by the publi- 
ation, are various. To enumerate them all is unneceſſary—a 
pecimen may ſuffice. I ſhall ſtate theni as much as poſſible in 
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1 * : author's own words. Accordingly the publication exhibits 
| 1 g dollowing charges againſt me. Though a profeſſed friend of 
I error] cauſe of truth, I have wounded it, and left it bleeding till 


Ir Gib condeſcended to bind up its wounds. p. 3.—T have done 


by ther hrcc capital evils. I have done a grievous injury to moſt un- 
9 ueſtionable teſtimonics of the Holy Scriptures, i. e. as the 
ey ut Hel {hews, a variety of parts of the prophetical ſcriptures of 
ib A ic New Teſtament. I have done a grievous injury to the glo- 
: —_ 4 ard us re formation from popery, And I have done a grievous 
* - fed yury to the reformation-teſtimony as preſently ſtated among 
1. xceF< ands of this Synod. p. 6.— I have adopted an antiſcriptural 
* * col eme about the riſe of Antichriſt. p. 14.—l have blotted out 
"ai e whole glory of the reformation from popery. p. 17.—l have 


otted out the memory of the Lord's great goodnels to this 
nod. I have done a great indignity. to the Seceſſion cauſe— 
dl have put a ſtamp of infamy upon the immediate founda- 
a of the preſent ſtate of this Synod-—and I have had the au- 
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dacity to do all this before their eyes. p. 23.—T have diſſembled 
and defamed the fignal work of God for this Synod gth April 
1747, and buried the remembrance of what the Lord then 
wrought for it. p. 24.—1, in effect, give up with one of ny 
ordination-vows ; and the whole contendings of the Synod for 
preſerving the great truſt committed unto them, in the exercile 
of diſcipline as well as the affair of the breach, I deliver over 
by the lump into a ſtate of infamy and reproach. p. 25.— L an 
guilty of a defamation of the characteriſtical ground of the 
very exiſtence of this Synod. p. 48.—By my anſwer to the Ia 
part of Mr Gib's paper, the very minutes of Synod are defied 
p. 49.— This is a thort detail, or rather only a ſpecimen, of th 
numerous and heavy charges Mr Gib has brought againit me 
The publication alſo hurts me, by an uncandid, if not an unjuſt 
account of certain facts. In a note at the foot of page 32, M 
Gib informs the Public, that 1 read my anſwer to the laſt pan 
of his paper in his abſence, or after he had gone out of 5ynod 
Whether this repreſentation be not calculated, if not intended 
to miſlead the reader, I appeal to all the members of Syno 
and others preſent on that occaſion. The well-known fact 
preciſely this.—W hen the Synod in May 1782, heard Mr Gib 
aper, and received part of it into the minutes, they agreed that 
at the ſubſequent meeting, I ſhould be allowed to read an an{m 
to that part of it, in order that it alſo might be admitted in 
the minutes. Accordingly when the Synod was met 5th 8 
tember 1782, previous to their entering on any other bufinet 
J informed the Synod that I had my anfwer ready, and with 
to have an opportunity to read it. No ſooner had I made t 
demand, than Mr Gib roſe, and, with the utmoſt vigour, q 
poſed it; urging the Synod to enter on another buſineſs. 
ſuch a length did he carry his oppoſition, that I was obliged! 
inſiſt for putting the queſtion, whether the Synod was to h 
my anſwer to Mr Gib's paper, notwithſtanding his oppoſiti 
to it, or not? When he had the mortification to ſee his opp! 
firion to my juſt demand over-ruled, and the members of Sync 
think, unanimouſly agreeing to hear me, ipſtead of ſtaying 
Hear what I had to ſay in my own vindication, or for his fa 
faction, he immediately roſe, and left the 5ynod with the utm! 
precipitation . His reaſons for ſuch extraordinary conduct 
kno 


* That it is Mr Gib's uſual method, when he is oppoſed in Synod, or ma 
ur” not going on according to his mind, to run away from it, is well kno 
O:tener than once or twice have | feen him do fo. He once abſconded for 
tween four and five years. Ot the reaſon of this long abſconſion he has give" 
a Curious account, p. 5. Well do | reinember the day on which he was recalled, 
returned to te Synod, A great part of it was ipent in adjuſling petty differs 
between him and his ſuf poſed eneinies in the Synod. Among various other © 

laints, he told us, on that occaſion, that a certain reverend member, whom | 
| cn to name, kad had 4 bars in his fior for no {f1 than iwenty years, Cruel, tho 


ma 
obj 
gre 
the 
tha 
it, 
add 
Ver! 
furc 
con 
whe 
min 
the 
that 
him 
cith 
defe 
Mat 
only 


thoug 
F rol; 


Iifſembled 
oth Apri 
ord then 
ne of my 
Synod for 
je CXercil 
eliver over 
2 5.—1 am 
nd of the 
to the la 
are defied 
nen, of th 
againit me 
t an unjuſt 
age 32, M 
he laſt pan 
t of 5yno! 
t 15tended 
of Syno 
own fact 
rd Mr Gib 
agreed that 
d an an{wt 
Imitted int 
er 5th 8 
ger buſine 
and wiſh 
made t 
vigour, q 
ufineſs. 
as obliged! 
was to h 
is oppoſiti 
ee his opp 
ers of Syne 
of ſtaying 
for his fa 
th the utm! 
y conduct 

kno 


zy nod, or ma 
t, is well Kno 
alsfconded for 
1 he has gives 
was recallcd, 
g petty differ. 
irious other e 
nber, whom | 
/s. Cruel, tho 


137 
known to himſelf. I forbear to animadvert upon it, or to men- 
tion the conjectures it has occaſioned Sorry am I, on Mr Gib's 
account, as well as my own, to add, that in his publication 
ſeveral untruths are told for truths. Three inſtances may be 
mentioned. Mr Gib, with a deſign ſufficiently obvious, at- 
firms, that though the title-page of my ſermon bears that it was 
publiſhed by delire, I had only the deſire of one member of the 
Synod for the publication of it; and that he was informed of 
this circumſtance by myſelf. p. 6. 43.—The cale ſtood thus.— 
In a converſation with Mr Gib, I intormed him, that one mem- 
ber of Synod, and only one, had ſeen the manuſcript before it 
went to the preſs, and he urged me to publiſh it. But that 1 
ever ſaid to Mr Gib, or any other man, that I was ſolicited to 
publiſh my Synod-ſermon only by one member of Synod, I 
utterly deny. Several members of Synod, and a number of 
the other hearers, delired the publication of it. Again, Mr Gib 
aſſerts, that all the coalition- meetings, as he calls them, origi- 
nated from my example. p. 45.— This cannot be a fact. I can 
ſpecify meetings held by miniſters and others of butz commu- 
nions, before I either attended one, or had a deſign of attend- 
ing one. In fine, Mr Gib affirms, that my view of the higher 
excommunication muſt be ſuch, that brethren though contu- 
macious in a ſtate of moſt ſcandalous iniquity, cannot be proper 
objects of it, if they have been eminent and uſeful, if they be 
great and good or gracious; being a cenſure interfering with 
their itvtereſt in the invitible church. p. 52.—Such a view of 
that awful cenſure I utterly diſclaim. It neither is my view of 
it, nor ever was. And, therefore, what Mr Gib is pleaſed to 
add, does not belong to me. It is not i me, that the contro» 
verſy is thus thrown overboard, into a bottomleſs ocean of ab- 
ſurdity and nonſenſe. — Whether Mr Gib has acted in a manner 
conſiſtent and dutiful to the Synod, in publiſhing his paper, 
when he well knew that the Synod adnutted part of it into their 
minutes in order to prevent the publication of it;—and whether 
the iuſinuation he is pleaſed to throw out in his preface, namely, 
tat though the Synod were to diſcuſs the controverſy between 
him and me, there is xo PROBABILITY that they would do juftice 
cither to him or the cauſe, be conſiſtent with that charity and 
deference he owes to the Synod, I leave the Synod to judge. 
Matters really are in a piteous fituation, if the cauſe of truth has 
only one faithful friend among us f. One thing in the publica- 


tion 


J. but impotent animal! Otten has Mr Gib reminded me of a peeviſh child. Had 
the Synod check'd his ambition and domineering ſpirit forty years ago, happy had 
n been for them, To their colt do they now find the proverb verified—=Senex 
P/ittucus negligit ferulam. 

Often, no'doubt, does good Mr Gib fiad a ſecret ſatisfaQtion in the pleaſing. 
thought of the ſtriking ſimilarity hetween his zealors ſelf and a diſtinguiſhed 
Fropliet of the Old Teltament. Often, no doubt, is car modern Elijah, notwithe 
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tion aſtoniſhed me. After Mr Gib had brought forth the 


grievous charges againſt me, of which I have produced a ſpeci- 
men, he rells the Public, that he (till has full freedom to hold 
both miniſterial and chriſtian communion with me. p. 42.— 
Strange]! Am I guilty of a number of groſs errors? Has no 
proceſs commenced againſt me? Is no fatisfaction either obtain» 
ed, or even ſought from me? And has Mr Gib freedom to hold 
communion with me? Is there here either conſiſtency or fide- 
lity ? Is not this an inſtance of Latitudinarianiſm almoſt as un- 
bounded as any that even our Laodicean age has produced. 
With great ſincerity can I ſay, that my preſent ſituation, and the 
probable conſequences, have occaſioned to me a great variety of 
the moſt perplexing and diſtreſſing thoughts; and that, if I be 
at all acquainted with my own mind, I am for peace, as far as it 
is at all conſiſtent with truth. For this Reverend Synod J have 
the moſt endearing regard. The ſafety and welfare of the 
young congregation, with which Providence lately connected 
me, lie very near my heart. From a variety of confiderations 
I was much inclined to paſs the publication in filence. But after 
the molt impartial and cool deliberation to which | can pretend, 
] cannot ſee it to be my duty to do fo. Mr Gib's conduct, 
eſpecially it tolerated by the Synod, certainly hurts me, the 
Synod itſelf, and, which is a ſtill higher conſideration, the good 
cauſe in which we are embarked, and which we all are bound 
to ſupport. Accordingly the following conſiderations, 0 
others, have determined me to take this ſtep. 

1. A ſtrong conviction of the utter inconſiſtency of two mem- 
bers of one dynod impeaching the one the other of error, aud 
both the accuſer and accuſed continuing in full communion 
with one another, without any means uſed either for the con— 
viction of the accuſed, and his recovery from the errors into 
which he is ſuppoſed to have fallen, or for his exculpation from 
the unjuſt charges brought againſt him. 

2. The heinous nature of the charges exhibited againſt me.— 
The evils with which [ am charged, are very far from being of 
the trivial kind. To pervert any part of the Scriptures—To 
hurt the glorious reformation from popery, and the reforma- 
tion- teſtimony as ſtated and maintained in the Secefhon—To 
wound the cauſe of truth, and leave it bleeding of its wounds 
To blot Gut the whole glory of the reformation from popery, 
and the memory of the Lord's great goodneſs to this Synod— 
To do a great indignity:to the Seceſſion-cauſe, and put a ſtamp 
of infamy upon the immediate foundation of the preſent ſtare 


ſlanding his deep humility and ſelf-denial, conſtrained te fav within himſelf], 
even I inly, have been wery zealtus for the Lord God of hofls. We all know who faid 
Jong age, and who only is entitled to fay now——Come ſee my zeal for the Lords 
No diubi he is the man, and truth and zcal Ha die with Lm. 
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of the Synod—To defame the fignal work of God for this 
Synod, and bury the remembrance of what the Lord has 
wrought for it To give up with an ordination-vow, and deliver 
the whole contendings of the Synod for preſerving the great 
truſt committed unto them, all over by the lump, into a ſtate 
of infamy and reproach— To defaine the characteriſtical ground 
of the very exiſtence ot this Synod—To compolg and read to 
the Synod, a paper of fuch an infamous nature, that by it the 
very minutes of >ynod are defiled.— Theſe, I lay, are tar from 
being flight offences, or trivial evils. They are breaches, and 
heinous breaches, of the firſt table of the moral law, which re- 
quires a faithful and ſteady adherence to all the precious truths 
and ſacred inſtitutions which the great Head of the church has 
delivered to us to be preſerved inviolated and uncorrupted in it 
to the end of the world. The charges exhibited againſt me, 
n.uſt be ſuppoſed to be either juſt or unjuſt. If the former, 
I am a moſt heinous offender ; if the latter, Mr Gib is a groſs 
culumniator: conlequently, either the one of us, or the other, 
is a moſt ſcandalous perſon. If fo, is it conſiſtent for this 
Dynod—can they anſwer either to God or man, if they over- 
lock the matter, or even poſtpone the conſideration of it ? 
Ought not the guilty perſon to be convicted immediately, and 
undergo a puniſhment correſponding to his aggravated offence. ' 

3. the publication is calculazed, if not intended, to murder 
my character, and mar my uſefulneſs in the church. With the 
ſolemnity of an oath, have Mr Gib and 1 engaged to ſtrengthen 
one another's hands, and encourage one another's heart in the 
work of the Lord. Whether by the unprovoked ſteps he has 
taken againſt me, he has done ſo, he is another day to anſwer 
to our common Maſter and impartial Judge. One circumitance 
eſpecially has afflicted me much.—Mr Gib, ſtimulated by his ill- 
guided zeal, choſe to impeach me at the very period the Synod 
appointed me to take the overſight of a congregation in its in- 
fancy; and which, from its local ſituation, is expoſed to a va- 
riety of peculiar temptations. Even prior to my admiſſion to 
the congregation ot Aberdeen, in different corners of that city, 
it was told that 1 was impeached of error in a printed ſermon ; 
and what the reſult of the impeachment might be, was uncer- 
tain, For myleit, in one view, | was perfectiy eaſy; but for my 
poor young congregation, | both tcit and tcared. 

4. The character and honour of the Synod appear to me to 
be deeply concerned in this unhappy affair. It can with no 
propricty be conlidered as a perſonal quarrel berween Mr Gib 
and me. By admitting both his paper and niue into the mi- 
nutes, the Synod has intereſted iticlt in the affair, and become 
bound to determine in it. As both my accuſer and 1 have the 
honour to be members of Synod, it muſt be bound to ſupport 


wy 
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my character as well as his. Eſpecially is it bound to ſupport 
the cauſe of truth. Either by the one of us, or the other, the 
truth is egregioutly hurt; aud to the Synod it belongs to repel 
the hurt.—lt cver has been my opinion, that the Synod ought 
not to have admitted either Mr Gib's paper or mine into their 
minutes; and that they ought, as matters now ſtand, imme» 
diatcly to expunge both; requiring Mr Gib either publicly to 
retract the acculations he has cxhibited againit me, or to libel 
me in due form, and ſupport his allegations againſt me. Ac- 
cordingly juſtice to mytelt, ro Mr Gib, to thy Synod, to the 
church, to the generation, and eſpecially the truth, obliges me 
to inſiſt for three things | | 

„, That the Synod immediately determine whether Mr Gib 
has acted conjlitutionally in this affair, or not. Suppoſing, tho 
not granting, that his allegations againſt me are juſt, is not the 
manner in which he has conducted the affair, undutiful to the 
Synod, as well as untender to me? Ought he not to have pro- 
ceeded as the ſcriptures and church- order direct in the caſe of 


offenders real or ſuppoſed, fur the vindication of truth, and- 


my recovery from the errors into which he ſuppoſes me to have 
fallen? If I have erred or offended, does it not belong to the 
judicatures, rather than Mr Gib, to deal with me for my con- 
viction and recovery? Why does Mr Gib take their work out 
of their hands? It cannot avail him to plead, as he has already 
inſinuated, that there is no probability that the Synod would do 
Juſtice in the calg, If the Synod has degenerated to ſuch a de- 
gree, or become ſo unfaithful to the great truſt committed unto 
them, it certainly is incumbent on Mr Gib, and every faithful 
member that may (till remain in it, to remind it of its duty, aud 
EXCITE to it. 

zd, That Mr Gib be immediately decerned to ſupport the ſe- 
veral charges he has, in the moſt public manner, alledged againſt 
me. Ot the juſtneſs of any one of the numerous and grievous 
charges exhibited againſt me, I am not yet convinced. I mult 
ſtill plead not guilty, On Mr Gib, therefore, muſt it be in- 
cumbent to ſupport his allegations. — And, 

34, That if Mr Gib fail in the proof of all his charges againſt 
me, or any of them, the Synod inflict upon him a ceuſure ade- 
quate to his aggravated offence. 


Tarts ſpeech conſiſts eſpecially of two parts—a remonſtrance 
againſt my accuſer's unconſtitutional and diſorderly procedure, 
and a petition for bringing the matter to a fair trial, as the 
only effectual method of doing juſtice to both of us. Ihe pets 
tory part of it inſiſts eſpecially for two things — Hirt, a preſent 
condemnation of my accuſer's mode of procedure. Even 0 


ſuppoſition that he could have convicted me of error, which he 
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has not done, and, I hope, never will do, he was indiſpenſibly 
bound, in juſtice to good order, as well as to me, to proceed 


gainſt me in a quite different manner. Never did I find any 
ne of all his admirers, I had almoſt ſaid Hycephantt, that pre- 
ended to juſtify his conduct in this reſpe&t.—Secondly, It infifts 
or his being appointed to ſupport the heavy charges he, in the 
10ſt public as well as arbitrary manner, advances againſt me. 
nc of two things muſt be ſuppoſed—either he could have ſu 

ported his charges, or he could not. If the latter was the 2 
e was highly cenfurable. For my part, I offered, in the moſt 
xplicit manner, that if he ſupported any one of all the grievous 
harges he has brought againſt me, I ſhould ſubmit to a cenſure 


adequate to my offence. 


To the laſt part of my requiſition, I did not, I could not, ex- 
ect an immediate anſwer; but to the firſt part, I demanded and 
xpccted an anſwer immediately. Why did the Synod, for one 
10ment, heſitate or delay to find and declare, that the manner 
n which my accuſer had proceeded againſt me, was altogether 
nprecedented and diſorderly, a groſs inſult to the Synod, and 

grievous injury to me ? But it was not till after I had infiſted, 
nd again infiſted, that I could obtain any anſwer at all. . And 
[| that I did obtain, was an appointment of two members of 
ynod asa committee to inſpect the papers on both fides, and 
ring into the Synod, at their ſubſequent meeting, an overture 
n the ſubject. When the Synod met in the Spring following, 
attended, and, after waiting for days in expectation of the 
ynod, of their own accord, reſuming the conſideration of the 
hole affair, when the time of their riſing approached, I was 
gain under the diſagreeable neceſſity of reminding them, and 

liſting for the diſcuſſion of it; but. was told they could do 
othing in it, on account of Mr Gib's abſence by reaſon of indiſ- 
fition. I was, however, reſolved not to be always put off, 
ut to weary both the Synod and my accuſer out of their delays. 
ccordingly, tho” in a very bad ſtate of health, I attended the 

blequent meeting of Synod. This meeting I attended with 
bxed determination to make one farther experiment of their 

partiality and candour ; and, therefore, I waited till the very 
it day in anxious ſuſpence, whether they would, in juſtice to * 

emſelves and their own character, as well as to me, volun- 
rily enter on the conſideration of the unhappy cauſe. But, 

withſtanding the cauſe had been for years in dependence,— 
had often attended,—the eyes of both friends and foes were 
pon them, —I had, on repeated occaſions, complained of un- 
celfary delays, —there was not a whiſper in relation to the 
zuſe from any quarter, but the moſt profound filence ob- 
reed, Accordingly I was _ the neceſſity of reminding 


them 


186 


them once more of my complaint and requiſition *®. When th 
entered on the affair, my accuſer and I were called, or, at leaſt 
permitted, to ſpeak for ourſelves. He delivered a ſpeech, inf _ u 
which he recapitulated the chief articles of his publication. M. ar 
ſpeech, I appriſed the Synod, 1 had committed to writing, and 1 
withed to be allowed to read it. My reaſons for writing and 4 
wiſhing to read a long ſpeech, are obvious. When I informed 
the Synod, that one material part of the defign of my writte 
. ſpeech, was to explain the reaſons of my non- approbation of the 
un excommunication of the Burghers, I was told, that I could not 
TB be allowed to read it, except on condition of my pafling the 
18 parts of it that related to that point. Accordingly it was not. 
(+ read.—] intended te have inſerted the whole of it here; but 
kW for brevity, ſhall inſert only the following extracts from it. 

Wi MoDERraToR, It is of neceflity, rather than choice, I one 
1 more addreſs this Synod on the ſubject of the fooliſh con 
| troverſy between Me Gib and me.—On a former occaſion 
| I ſaid, and cannot now forbear to fay again, that every re 
fol peated review of this ſingular cauſe confirms me the more i 
the opinion, that it is without a precedent in the hiſton 
of the church of, Chriſt; and, for the honour cf religior 


pverl: 


1 1 1 hope it ever will be without a parallel. Inftances in which 

. Synod-ſcrmens have been quarrelled, and the preachers of ther 

. 1 called to account, are recent. In all theſe cafes, however, t 
| | accuſed have had a fair trial. But is it fo in my caſe? Am! 


| lowed an open and fair trial? Was ever another man attacke 
US m as indirect and unfair a manner? I am not fo much as name 


. by my accuſer. Was he afraid, or was he aſhamed, to na 3 
18 me ? Is this unfair and unmanly attack reſented by my fatheyf ; Is 
10 and brethren with the indignation it merits? On their ac licul 
ut eount, as well as my own, I wiſh I could anſwer :ffirmativeh ex 
ih Why am I under the unhappy neceſtity of petitioning, I hall , — 
| almoſt ſaid forcing, a trial? For three years and odd month => wy 
Ui! have I been libelled in the minutes of Synod; and one year ani 1 Ot 
bl almoſt a half have I ſtood arraigned at the tribnnal of than _. ako 
5 | Public. Hitherto have I been filent. Friends and foes wait Mara 10 
. f Alent ſuſpence, whether T have any- thing to ſay for my exculy * | 
| tion. All 1 alk is a candid and fair trial. I neither aſk nor e nich 
[os | pect favour ; but to juſtice J certainly am entitled. Bur thi 7 tar 
i 1 have not yet been able to obtain. From Synod to Synod Ihe con 
| | wy cauſe poſtponed. Often have Job's words recurred Morted. 
it my thoughts, and I could not forbear to apply them to Mie bow 
| ſell- . any 
The reaſon of the Synod's dilatorineſs, or rather averſion to the diſcuſſion miſter 
this cauſe, is no ſecret. That Mr Gib was gailty, they all knew, and allow iſtry Ui 
But, to condemn him, was a work arduovs in itſelf, and to them altogether never y { 
— thereſore, ef the difficulty aud hazard of it, they naturally wilked any o 


ſpecimen of the long ſpeech I prepared and intended to read tt 
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part at leaſt of the members have been admitted during t 
three year I have becn among them. They have all along beer 
much inclined to run into factions and parties. They are a he 
terogeneous compoſition, collected from all quarters and corner 
of the Seceſſion in the North of Scotland ; each bringing with 
bim a predilection for the peculiarities of his former miniſte 
and congregation ;—one ſaying, I am of Paul; another, I an 
of Apollos. Their zeal far exceeds their knowledge. Accord 
ingly they are exceedingly apt to intereſt themſelves in every 
thing that has the appearance. of a religious concern. Eah 
would it have been for me to have formed a leading part 
among them, and to have ſpread diſſatisfaction to the Synod as 
well as my accuſer, of whom many of them have not the mo 
favourable views. Of the intricate debate between him and me 
few of them can be ſuppoſed to be comperent judges. Their 
very exiſtence as a congregation, depends upon their union 
among themſelves. Any conſiderable diviſion or breach among 
them, muſt terminate in their ruin. And rather than be ever 
the innocent occaſion of the ruin of a poor divided congreg 
tion, I would with to retire into the remoteit corners of the ir 
habited world. And, therefore, though my accuſer's libel was 
circulated through the city, and read by perſons of various de 
nominations in it, I reſolved to obſerve the moſt profound 
ſilence concerning it. Never did I ſo much as make any explict 
intimation of the matter to the elders and deacons, till imme 
diately before laſt meeting of Synod. When I mentioned it to 
them, they all in one voice gave it as their opinion, that 

Gib's publication againſt me had been very prejudicial to the 
congregation, and the ſucceſs of my miniſtry in it.—This is 1 


Neit 
him. 
notu 
of 8 
mucl 
him 
even 
moſt 
or pi 
Syno 
to in 
preſe 
deciſi 
405 
zeal f 
us, d 
ſerme 
judge 
remo! 
at lea 
nutes 
gular 
have | 
and c. 
for a 
offen 
waitin 
ſtep. 
inſerti 
hat 0 
DrevVEr 
yet thi 
apers 
iderec 
d pla; 
hey g 
and pr 
gainin, 
atory. 
ate— 
rorld, 
he del 
he {ai 
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the Synod, but was, in the manner already repreſented, pre 
vented from reading. | | 

The Synod having called for the report of the committey 
they gave in three overtures. Much time was ſpent, anden 
ſmall altercation held, in canvaſſing the comparative merits d 
the overtures. At laſt the one diſtinguiſhed by the name of 
the lopg overture, after undergoing a variety of trifling alter 
ations and amendments, was adopted, and, in the end, enacted. 
The moment the Synod agrecd to diſcuſs the affair in the ma 
ner pointed out by the overtures, I formed a reſolution not 1 
interrupt them. To this reſolution I invariably adhered. It dil 
not matter to me which of the overtures they preferred, e 
what alteration they might make on them. They did nor at al 
meet my ideas, or anſwer my withes. My juſt and neceſſary re 
quiſition they all in effect overlooked. I was allowed no pre 
per trial. My accuſer was not required to ſupport any one d 
all the many and heavy charges he had exhibited agaioſt = 
oy | Neitha 


S8mo 
roce dur. 
ing the 
ente, 


* 


( 45 ) | 
uring t Neither had IT any opportunity to prove my allegations againſt 


long been him. No ſatisfaction was demanded of him, or offered to me, 
are a he. notwithſtanding all the injuſtice and wrong, which, every member 
1d cor net of Synod without doors allows, he had done to me. Not ſo 
ging wii much as one verbal acknowledgment was required either from 
T miniſter bim or me. Had the Synod acquitted him, and condemned, 
her, I au cven cenſused, me, I would have confidered it as one of the 


Accord moit iniquitous ſentences ever paſſed by any church either popiſh 
in every or proteitant ; but leſs inconſiſtent and diſhonourable for the 
rn. Ea Synod. * Were not the charges exhibited on both ſides relevant 
ling partyſ] to infer cenſure, and a ſevere cenſure ? But I muſt forbear at 
e Synod a preſent, and furniſh my readers with an authentic copy of th 
t the moſt] decifion. It is as follows: 
im and me « IL. Though the Synod are diſpoſed to believe that regard and 
es. Their zcal for the maintenance and honour of the cauſe profeſſed by 
heir unionlfif vs, determined the Reverend Mr Gib to complain of part of a 
ach among ſermon preached before the Synod ſome time ago; yet they 


an be eveil judge, that his doing ſo in the manner he did by memorial and 

congreg. remonſtrance, accompanied with the molt poſitive inſiſting that 
of the inMat leaſt a conſiderable part of it ſhould be recorded in the mi- 
2. libel wu nutes of Synod for his own exoneration, -was not the moſt re- 
various de gular or eligible method of proceeding *. They judge it would 


have been more dutiful to the court, as well as more brotherly: 
and conciliating to the author of that diſcourſe, to have moved 
for a judicial conſideration of it, or to have ſtated the things 
offenſive to him in it as ſoon as they came to his knowledge, 
waiting for their judgment upon it, before he had taken ſuch a 
ſtep. And although they then ſaw meet to give way to the 
inſertion of a great part of his paper in the minutes, as well as 
hat offered by Mr Arthur in reply,—partly from the hopes of 
preventing their carrying their differences before the Public; 
yet they think it needful now to declare, that the recording of 
"apers of ſuck a tenor, and of ſuch length, ought not to be con- 
idered as a precedent, as they not only occupy a diſproportion- 
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e merits d place in the minutes, but alto, as appears in the preſent caſe, 
he name hey greatly tend to involve a cauſe, and embarraſs the buſineſs 
fling alter nd procedure of the court, without producing the effect, or 
nd, enactedpraing the ends propoled, either by the parties or the judi- 
in the man a ry. Yet in regard the diſcourſe to which theſe papers re- 
nion not ute — was delivered before the Synod, and alſo publiſhed to the 
ered. It di orld, which ſome may be ready to conſtruct as being done at 
referred, e deſire or with the full approbation of Synod ; and in regard 


lid not at al ne faid memorial and remonſtrance has been preſented on the 
neceſſary re ubject, and likewiſe printed together with the minutes relative to 
wed no pro it; 


t any one M Smooth words Why is the ſuperlative degree uſed here? Was this mode of 
| againſt met. dure, in any degree, regular or eligible? Far, indeed, very far was it from 
Neith: ng the maß regular or eligible. Had another man been concerged; it would, 

e874 have been found to be the mt irregular aud igeligibles 
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it ; and eſpecially conſidering that the parts of that ſermon ro. 
monſtrated againſt are not of a perſonal or private nature, but 
relate to the public cauſe of truth, and the ftate of our teſti- 
mony; they reckon themſelves ſhut up- to expreſs their ſenti- 
ments and opinion with reference to them, and the prefent ſtate 
of the whole cauſe, as briefly as the perplexed and complicated 

nature of it will admit. | 
II. With reſpect to that part of the memorial taken into the 
minutes,—in which the author of the ſermon is charged with 
doing injury to the reformation-teſtimony as preſently ſtated 
among the hands of this Synod ; tho' they can perceive rather 
too great aſperity of language, harſhneſs of conſtruction, and 
inferences perhaps ſometimes too much ſtrained in this, and not 
only in this, but in other parts of the memorial (as- well as 
in the ſubſequent printed remarks), which they do not vindicate 
in the memorialiſt : yet they are ſorry to find, that the author 
of the ſermon has given too much occaſion for the ſubſtance of 
the charge brought againſt him on this ſubject ; By the am- 
biguous manner in which he expreſſes himſelf as to the differ. 
ences between the Synod and the ſeparating brethren, and the 
very defective manner in which he pleads the cauſe of the for- 
mer, and ſtates their principles and terms of communion with 
reference to the latter; particularly by repreſenting the breach 
and the contendings at that time only as diſmal and mournful 
things, (and mournful doubtlels they were), without taking any 
notice of the divine goodneſs, and the faithfulneſs of ſome in 
the maintenance of the teſtimony, and the preſervation of the 
conſtitution of the Aſſociate Synod in theſe events ;—By making 
unguarded conceſſions as to the guilt and errors on both fades 
in theſe differences, without explaining how far or in what ſenſe 
he conſidered them as ſeverally erring and guilty; — And further, 
by having misſtated and miſrepreſented the terms of miniſterial 
communion with this Synod, as if nothing were included in 
theſe with regard to the controverſy but au approbation of the 
Act 1746 *, concerning the {weariag of the Burgels-oath. Thi 
la 


* The Synod has here found, that 1 have given occaſion for all the charges mf 
accuſer has brought againſt me, Did the $yrod, when they wcre paſſing this paſt 
of the ad, recollect, or had they forgot, the charges he has exhibited againſt me! 
Were ever heavier charges, of the kind, exhibited againſt any man? Docs my i 
mon really give occaſion, or lay a foundation for them? Do members of Syn 
avow, or are they, upon reflection, aſnamed of this part of their act? One circum 
ſtance eipecially [truck me when the Synod were paſſing this pt of their act. A 
ſoon as | was informed of Mr Gib's 66jections to my ſermon, I atked a number of tus 
other members of Synod, whether they ſaw any errors or miſtakes in it? and they a 
anſwered negatively. But, to my aſtoniſhment, ſome of thete very members vote 
for the overtnre. What! could they tee no error in the fermm, and yet agree! 
an overture that affirms it has given occaſion, or laid a toundation, for all ti% 
triexous charges advanced againſt iy? The occaſion the ſermon gives, is ſaid to 
zn two things, 1, Tbe pretended ambiguity with which I expreſs mytelt ip rel 

* * 
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laſt, indeed, Mr Arthur has acknowledged, i i omiĩſ- 
ſion to forgerfulneſs. But this can bardly * 

cuſe in a diſcourſe preached and printed, in which he peo ſed 
to rectify certain miſtakes in relation to the nature and —— 6 f 
— e - relation to the terms of communion — 
us; and on a ſubject as to which parti i 

in regard of the improventent ——— — — 
of it by adverſaries or friends, and in regard to an article ex- 


preſsly contained in the ordination- vous of every miniſter, pro- 
» 


bationer and elder, in connection with this 8 ; 
s charitably diſpoſed to believe, that their — 
is well affected to the cauſe and profeſſion he hath efpouſed; and 
particularly, that he never entertained a doubt as to the contro- 
verſy between the Synod and the Burgher-brethren, accordin 
to his own declaration. They wiſh to put the moft favou bie 
interpretation on his expreflions, conceſſions, and omiſiio a 
and hope he had no intention of hurting his witnefſiog — 
by them; yet they are forry, that in his papers given in to — 
dynod, after all the time, opportunities, and ſeaſons he had for 
explaining himſelf explicitly and more fully on theſe heads, h 
hath never yet done it, at leaft in ſuch a manner with ref & tc 
ſome of them as could have been wiſhed. And, in . he 
appears rather to aim at exaggerating the narſhneſs of the uſage 
e has met with, and to throw blame upon the memorialiſt — 
trenuouſly to vindicate what he hath done, than to remove the 


offence 


_—_ 1 * -_ Synod and the Burgher miniſters. But this 
0 „is the 5ynod's laſt ſhitt for excuſling or ſcreening good R i 
8 either as a ſpeaker or writer, it is —— — — in Trs 
1 13 in which | ſepport the caute of the Antiburghers — 
principles and terms of communien, in ſiti ö 
urehers. The only thing here that has th ale ä — ——— 
ure * | e colour or thadow of is this. 
1 wo _ wo a fammary account of the — 
10 with the Synod, fo far as they refer to the Bur t 
3 we what I ever took to be the principal thing, the 2 
” 1 —— Fn * Burgeſs-oath inconſiſtent with the — 
* is part of the act ſurprites me. It is affii med, that I h , 
1 = K and mijrepreſented the terms of — 
— + — — * _ by _ or writing made ſuch an acknowledges 
nt, at in my ſermun I do not repeat all th : 
ie Formula on this head, hut only what 2 — 
1 3 y what appears to be the radical and chief ar- 
included, or from which j 
3 y incl or ich it neceſſarily follows, 
n b 0 ever, is not miſtaken or unwlt, bu 
wy juſt and fair, ſo far as it goes my imſe — — 
{ des, my accuſer himſelf has granted. 
rt of this article blames me for not making acknowled — nd ror — 
PRE What the Synod intends here, | know — Were — 
2323 9 required of me? Why does the Synod das — 
g a thing it never defired me to do? Did the Synod ily to 
, thier ever ſi 
e nl = _ needed explanation ? Did & 6000 nd eng Fe 
| ? If acknowledgments were neceflary, why did | 
> crea y, why did not the Synod 2 
1 Synod here, in eſſect, condemn itſelt? ' i — 
vg . ö cou n itſelt !—How complaiſant 
. the Synod! Rather than not jultify him, they will condemn theme, 
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unwilling to give ſatisfaction or do juſtice in that cauſe. 


fat) 


6fence or exceptions made to that part of his diſcourſe, by au rn. 
acknowledgment or ingenuous and ſatisfactory explanation. he 

« TI. With regard to the former part of the memorial and ud 
remonſtrance, read before the Synod, and fince publithed, oy 
wherein Mr Arthur is repreſented as having done grievous in- Mind 
jury to moſt unqueſtionable teſtimonies of the Holy Scriptures, ey 
and alſo to the glorious reformation from popery, by the opi- Made 
nion he favours concerning the commencement of the reign ofach 
Antichriſt,— the Synod think it improper to give any judicial ng | 
determination of the queſtion in debate. As the meaning off: 7.. 
obſcure prophecies, and the computation of the times and dates. en 
fixed in them, are among the things in Scripture hard to be... 
underſtood, and in many caſes can ſcarcely be aſcertained with, ... 
certainty by men, they judge that miniſters and all ought to beſt... 
allowed a freedom of judging for themſelves on theſe points; andi « 
none ought to impoſe their ſentiments upon others, nor take 
offence at others expreſſing a different opinion, when done with}... 
caution and modeſty, and not improved for any hurtful purpoſe, hey 
Tho? the Synod are far from finding fault with the memorialiſt,1 v 
for the opinion he hath adopted in oppolition to that of Mr Ar. ot 
thur on the ſubject, they reckon he is not warranted to aſſert i ha 
as a matter of faith beyond all controverſy, and as evideritly.,.... 
fixed and determined by divine and infallible authority. In this 
reſpect, and in ſome of the conſequences which he charges upor 


0 epte 


Vme 


| 
the opinion of the author of the ſermon, they judge he has car he 
ried the matter too far, and uſed ſome expreſſions by much to oods 
ſtrong. | onſtr 
„V. With regard to the conduct of the memorialiſt in pures 
bliſhing to the world the papers relative to this affair, togeth jury 
with the minutes of Synod, without any allowance from them mbig 
as alſo in printing his remarks on Mr Arthur's paper given in Mie re. 
the Synod, without having preſented them in court, while nd: (ver 
deciſion had been given,— they cannot but conſider it as raſilnd fr 
and unjuſtifiable ; as carrying matters of complaint againſt a bro hole. 
ther in the ſame communion, from the cogniſance of an eccleſ 
aſtical judicatory, to which they properly belong, according t 
the rule of our Lord, to the tribunat of the Public, which th n: 
Scriptures, and our principles, acknowledge not as bowing ani 0''d ©} 
thing to do in determining differences, or removing offence — 
among church-members : and hereby a new occafion of ſtuayff : war 
bling and prejudice againſt the Aſſociate Judicatories, and ti only 
common cauſe maintained by them, is afforded to the generation 6 
already ſufficiently prejudiſed ; as alſo to their own people, M be ral 
expoſing thus publicly their contentions and differences amoi. 8 
themſelves, and ſetting forth the ſupreme judicatory acknony..” — 
ledged among us in an unfavourable light, as either unable « Mi 
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udgment about them, after they had entered the remonſtrance 
ato their minvtes,— which delay or neglect they do not bere 
indicate. may have given occaſion to take this courſe ; yet 
hey reckon this no ſufficient apology for publiſhing, while due 
-ndeavours had not been uſed by the memorialiſt for obtaining 
ach a judgment, nor any intimation had been given of his hav- 
ng ſuch a defign; but, on the contrary, they had reaſon to con- 
ider him, from what paſſed at the time of receiving his paper, 
5 crga;-:d to forbear it: Much leſs could it be a warrant for his 
atroducing his publication into the world, by declaring that 
here was no probability, if they were to diſcuſs the controverſy, 
hat they would do juſtice either to him or the cauſe. f 
„V. As to the paper preſented by Mr Arthur to the Synod in 
September laſt year, after what is above declared, they think it 
ancceſſary to enter into any minute diſcuſſion of its contents. 
hey judge the writer of this chargeable with ſeverity of language 
nd violence of ſpirit, though he complains ſo much of theſe on 
he other fide. They judge his charge againſt the memorialiſt, 
f having vented untruths, to be raſh, and unſupported in the 
veral inſtances mentioned by him ; as the two firſt relating to 
ome matters of fact or opiffion of no great conſequence, which, 
hough they were as Mr Arthur repreſents them, deſerve rather 
o be rermed miſtakes or — 2 — than lies or falſe- 
oods . And the laſt is only a conclufion drawn from, or a 
onſtruction put upon certain expreflions concerning church-cen= 
res contained in Mr Arthur's former paper, for which, if any 
jury was done to the true ſenſe of them, the obſcurity and 
mbiguity of his language is principally to be blamed. As to 
e requiſitions wherewith he concludes his paper, the proper 
rſ\wer to them may be collected from what is above expreſſed, 
nd from what follows, as the reſult and determination of the 


hole. 
G « VI. 


* In my remonſtrance to the Synod, I charged Mr Gib with publiſhing to the 
oods. But the act bears, that they were only miſtakes or miſrepreſentations. 


fa man that cannot err : And now we know of another that cannot lie. There 
re only two or three things, which, the Scriptures affirm, the omnipotent God 
nnot do. One of them is this—1t is impoſſible ſor him to lie, That the Synod 
ad any intention to advance Mr Gib, or that he himſelf, aſpiring as he is, withed 
be raiſed to an equality with Him tor whom it is impeſſible to lie, I do not be- 
eve, But certain I am, that the inſtances I adduced againſt him, would have 
een allowed to be downright lies in the caſe of another man. Why they are 
oly miſtakes or miſrepreſentations, not untruths or falſchoods in his caſe, I know 
* Miſtakes and miſrepreſentations, no doubt, they ate. That they are un- 
ths or falſchoods, 1 aver, and am ready to prove, ; 


hough the undue delay of this Synod in proceeding to taks 
he matters of complaint into their conſideration, and paſs ſonie 


orld three downright untruths; and 1 was prepared to prove them to be falſe- 


nat high privileges and prerogatives does Mr Gib poſſeſs! We bave often heard 
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1 c VI. The Synod do hereby enjoin both Mr Gib and My 
29 Arthur to deſiſt from the further proſecution of this diſagree- 

a. able conteſt. And they agree that their ſilent acquieſcence in 

1 5 this preſent judgment of Synod, for terminating the affair, thall 


be conſidered as ſatisfactory both to the Synod, and mutually to 
one another as to any offences that have ariſen in the commence 
ment or progreſs of this debate.” * 


. 


" 
»- 
” 0 


SUCH is the deciſion which the Synod, after repeated delays, 
gave in this extraordinary cauſe. As ſoon as the vote was paſſed, 
they proceeded to other buſineſs. There was not fo auch as 
an intimation of the ſentence either to Mr Gib or me. No 
notice was taken of either the one of us or the other, I was, 
therefore, under the painful neceſſity of aſking leave to ſpeak. tery 
The ſubſtance of what I faid on that occaſion is compriſed in 1 
the demiſſion I gave in to the Aſſociate Preſbytery of Aberdeen, oby 
which is ſubjoined by way ot note f. I conſidered myſelf 2 cult 
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© Is there not reaſon to fear that this injunction may give freſh offence to good 
Mr Gib? Is it conſiſtent for the Synod to require him to deſiſt from a neceſlary 
© defence of the cavie of truth and duty!” The Reverend Mr Brown of Had- 


22 dington, in a certain publication, with great propriety, reminded him, that he ha delit 
15 been a Man of War from his youth ; and, in the moſt friendly manner, adviſed h 
eats him to ſpend the ſhort remainder of his precarious life, in exerciſes more calculated thou 


1 to fit him for a better world, as well as more likely to be uſeful to the church on 
|; $38: earth, Was this an unneceſlary or an improper admonition ? Another man ought 
1 to have received it with thankfulneſs, and might have profited by it. But fo good 
is Mr Gib, and fo far from needing admonition or advice from any man, that be 
has told us, to admonith or advite him in ſuch a manner, is, in effect, to aſſign hin 


lll over to everlaſting damnation. p. 22. Fe 
| & Aberdeen, 8th February 1786. ing f 
| © Tur Aſſociate Preſbytery of Aberdcen met and conſtituted with prayer by the 

"0 Peverend William Brown moderato;j—>ederunt, Met, Michacl Arthur, William ney 

Var Mitchel, George Cowie, and William Beulaſs, miniſters. ſhall 

| | * The Reverend Michael Arthur minitier in Aberdeen, offered to the PreſbyteryMchurt 
p | under form of inſtrument, a demiſſion of his charge, in the following terms H 
„The Aſſociate Synod having, at their laſt meeting, decided in the controverſy as | 
hetween Mr Gib and me, in relation to the commenceme:t and expiration of the 
twelve hundred and ſixty days of the witneſſes propheſying in fackcloth, or the 
ziſe and downfal of the Grand Antichriſt;=the Protettant Reforn.ation ;—andMerdinat 
the breach in the Synod, occalioned by a diverſity of ſcotiments among membeni{Wioly F 
about the religious part of the burgeſs-oath; and the tubſequent cenſures in flicteiaitrum 
upon the Burgher miniſters, particularly the higher excommunication : And that 40 
deciſion appearing to be moſt inconſiſtent and unjuſt, moſt diſhonourable to , T] 
Synod, s well as injurious to me, fgvified 16 to the Synod at their bar, und. 
withdrew with an expreſs declaration, that, if | did not obtain better views of Wee; 10 
could not continue to occupy my place in the Synod, and conſequently could nMognitat 
eontinue to exerciſe my miniſtry in the congregation here under their inſpeCtion roprie 
at added, that, as I had hitherto proceeded, in this matter, by flow ſteps, and When à 
ws of importance both in itſelf aud to me, | (hould take a little time tuither u ntinu 
deliberate upon it, and either continue till next mceting of Sy nod, or reſign tf rnod, 
charge in this city, to the Aflociate Preſbytery of Aberdeen, in the interval, #Wreg; te 
I] might find it neceſlary, either on my own account, or that of the congregationWre(},, ,, 
Therefore, I Michael Arthur miniſter in Aberdeen, hereby deliver up my chars no; 
into the hands of this Preſbytery, by which t was admitted to it on 26th June ferring 
4703, and reſizu my feat in this Preſbyrery, and the Synod to which it is ſubWei, cle 
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ib and Mi much hurt by the Synod's refuſing to hear my written fpeceh $ . - © 
is diſagree · ¶ and alfo by their not hearing me on the contents of the ver- 
nieſcence in ture, previous to their enacting it. Had they called me to 


affair, ſhall ſpeak, I intended to have taken a retroſpect view of the extra- 

mutually to ordinary affair, and to have ſhown, that I had been treated in 7 

commence-· a manner unparallePd in the hiſtory of the chriſtian world to _ 
have ſhown, that their deciſion, in my apprehenfion, was fuch * 
that they could not anſwer for it either to GOD or mana de- £Y 

ated delays ciſion moſt diſhonourable to them, as well as injurious to me << 

was patled,. and that, therefore, I could by no means acquieſce in it, or k 

ſo nuch a ſubmit to it. I added, I ſhould yet take a little time to rumi- - 


r me. Noff nate upon it, and either continue to occupy my preſent place 
er, I wasff till next meeting of Syngd, or reſign it to the Aſſociate Preſby- 
ve to ſpeak. tery of Aberdeen in the interval, as I might find moſt eligible. 
»mpriſed in] The reaſons of my non-acquieſcence in this deciſion, muſt be 
f Aberdeen, obvious to every attentive reader, Various ſcruples and diffi- 
d myſelf aff culties have I had in relation to ſeveral things in the Seceſſion. ' 
much But, ſolicitous for the preſervation of peace, and the prevention 
7 of breaches, never till now could I be ſatisfied in my own mind 
am —neceffar} to relinquiſh it. This important ſtep, however, I now take with the 
Brown of Had utmoſt freedom. It is the reſult of long, and, I hope, impettial 
im, that he da deliberation. Were I not impatient to finiſh my irkſome tory, I 


iſed * ® . 0 b 
manner, act" ſhould be much more explicit in relation to my reaſons for it. 


o the church o For the members of the Aſſociate Synod, I retain a real regard. 
ther man oughl Many of them, as men, as chriſtians, as miniſters, ate worthy 


= * Son of eſteem. But of the Church or Synod that has my accuſes 


ct, to aſſign hin on its head, I do not with any more to be a member. 
| For a conclufion, I ſhall ſubjoin a few queries naturally reſult- 
February 1736. Ying from what hath been ſaid, which-Mr Gib, or the Synod, if 
th proper an they find it convenient, may anſwer in the manner which to them 
. ſhall appear moſt eligible. —Was ever'a member of a chriſtian I 
o the PreſbyteryFchurch on earth uſed in the manner my accuſer has treated me? 


s eee Has the Synod done its duty either to my-accuſer or me? Has 
1 the cortroveri | | | 
expiration of the 4 | — 
ſackeloth, or th 
forn ation; -a 
among member 
cenſures inflicted 
-ation : And that 
honourable to Us 
at their bar, 30% 
better views of 1 
quently could nc 
r their inſpeMion 
flow ſteps, and 
le time tuither d 
nod, or rehgn 6 
in the interval, 
the congregations 
iver up my charg 


'dinated ; committing myſelf and all my concerns to the ſovereign diſpoſal of 
Holy Providence. "This 1 de, on this 8th day of February 1786; whereupon I take 
altruments, and crave extracts. (Sic jubſcriputur) Micuart ARTHUR,” 


*© Aberdeen, 8th February 1786. 

The Preſbytery having entered onthe conſideration of the foregoing demiſſion, 
"und, that it turned on a controverſy between Mr Gib and Mr Arthur, which had 
een for years in dependence before the Aſſociate Synod, and never was under the 
9pniſance of the Preſbytery, and, therefore, heſitated about the competency or 
propricty of their receiving it; but Mr Arthur inſiſted upon it. The Preſbytery 
bent a conſiderable time in _deali.ig with him to fall from it, or, at any rate, to 
ntnuc the exerciſe of his minittty in this congregation till next meeting of | 
nod. But he remained inflexibly refolved upon it; declaring, in the moſt ex-" 
eis terms, that he never would enter the pulpit in this gongregation again. The 

reſby tory finding * ſhat up, agreed to receive his demiſſion is far as it 
% neceſlary >} the way for their ſupplying the nw, 8 with — pn 
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it on 26th Ju*Wferring the caſe, as it ſtands, to the enſuing meeting of Synod: and - 
> which it is cir Clerk to furaiſh Mr Arthur with extracts. "7 = - „ — 
ordina i | ; Extaaiſed by Huss Anbzzw, reh ; 2 = P. . 1 "IO. k | * » 
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under the diſagreeable neceſſity of urging, and again urpzirig ig 


ſtandeth or falleth.— May my aecnſer be ſpeedily. convinced a 


after conduct be leis inconſiſtent with their high pretenſions . 


great day of JzsUs CHRISTI— AMEkN. «4 
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xy” thing competent far me, ori inclimbert;, Spoil ny Hel 
wanting ; or He I not rather uſed. every | methoden rippaaes 
for obtaining ſatis faction, and preventingithe extieimiyi to RA 
this unhappy affair has now come? Have I not BEN 
deliberate in it from firſt to laſt? Why did the Synod. a 


do juſtice in this cauſe ? Was it not bound, in juſtice 0 itſelf, 
well as to me; to do ſo of its own accord? Can the Synod ans 
ſwer either to Gd or man, for 1 07 without cenftire, that 


gricvons charges my àceuſer and I hade exhibited agaivſt ne 


another? Is there another Synod under heaven that Woüld have 
allowed one of its members, with impunity, to accuſe another 


as Mr Gib has accuſed me? Have we, not recent inſtances off 


as great inconſiſteucics in the Seceſſion as in any of her ſiſtaꝶ 
churches ? Has not the Synod, in this affair, acted in àa mann 


ſubverſive of all good order? Poes r-:: the expreſs direction d 
an inſpired Apoſtle warrant me, in this caſe, and for this realonf 


to withdraw from it? — That the moſt uncharitable conſtraQing 
will be put upon my conduct by many of my old connect 
I know. With every ſpecies of perſecution in their power # 
lay my account. 1am already no ſtranger to it. But while 
wiſh to pity themſelves, I can treat all the effects of theft wal 
provoked and unjuſt reſentment with deſerved contempt. 
my direction and encouragement, I have both the .precept- and 
pattern of our common Lord, To his. own maſter” each 6 


humbled ! May the members of 'Synod ſee their iniquity in {hi 
extraordinary cauſe, and obtain the pardon of it! Mayhew 
diſtinguiſhed ſtrictneſs and zeal ! May the miniſtrations of ul 
members of Synod, as far as calculated and intendad for the ad 
vancement of the intereſts of religion, rather than of a party 
be attended with gn i] ſucceſs] May religion be revived, breacha 
healed, and ſcaſons of refreſhing experienced in all the churche 
of Chriſt | — May all my old connections -and- I have a happy 
meeting with our common Lord, and with one another, in 
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